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“THE SIZE OF ROOSEVELT 
And other editorials by KENNETH LESLIE 


‘ Only when the true story of this era is unfolded will the stature of Roosevelt 
_ be revealed. That story today is under lock and key. It will be an astounding tale 
4 and our children will wonder at the man who saved us from what will seem to 

_ them was our inevitable and thoroughly deserved fate. They will know, as we are 
- not permitted to know, the gigantic forces he contended with and bent to his will. 
_ Some things even now we know, how for instance he made his very illness signifi- 
cant as a symbol of courage and hope. It will be some time before we are told 
the myriad moves and counter moves he made as first he sawed an ailing capitalism 
ainst its own will to die and as he then manoeuvered the most powerful capi- 
listic state in the world into an alliance with the most powerful socialistic 
tate in the world. It was through his peculiar genius that this alliance was made. 
was made by a man whom businessmen, by and large, failed to. understand. 
is difficult for instance to think how Hoover could have made that alliance. 
was the complaint of many that Roosevelt was removed from the necessity 
of making a living. That he was a landed gentleman. Yet this very. remoteness 


ee r pe bs EF 
Cavite re ele Pn Pian es FN ere 
atta mee. 2 Aah RP Me ue yt ne . 
; ; + bea ce eee ar, ae 
~~ = “ pa tate ve if: 
rit, a a: 


’ Poe eects yay Mees 
from the typical anxieties of business enabled him to move the more easily into 
comradeship with the Soviet leaders who had in their own way overcome these 
same anxieties. Roosevelt was not as Churchill was, a feudal man, but both were 
“removed from the commercial culture in which they lived as Chamberlain and 
Hoover were not so removed. It is extremely likely that Hoover would never 
have possessed the imagination to have extended lend-lease to Russia. Chamber- 
Jain in the blindness of his devotion to “investments” nearly scuttled the British 
empire. There may be a deep significance in the fact that the two great Western 
civilizations turned for leadership in a crisis to men who were free of the profit 
hypnosis. 

The alliance has been made. It cannot be unmade. Although there are forces 
which hope to destroy it, the people of this world, the fighting men, the working 
men will never permit it to be destroyed. Roosevelt was able to reach through all 
the accumulated murk of misunderstanding and suspicion that stood between his 
world and Stalin’s world, to reach through and grasp the hand extended to him 
by Stalin, thus forming a link of power for peace which stretches around the 
globe and which cannot be broken. 

Roosevelt is not at San Francisco. But the work which he, in a very real 
sense completed, will be marked there in San Francisco with the approval of the 
nations. If San Francisco is to mean anything it must mean that. Powerful forces 
are at San Francisco to wreck the work of Roosevelt as over 20 years ago they - 
wrecked the work of Wilson. Already they have massed their votes to put the seal 
of approval on the fascist regime of Argentina by inviting that country to the - 
confer€nce. Nevertheless, we believe that this time they will fail because this time 
the people have much better arguments than they had in Wilson’s time. 


MOLOTOV AT SAN FRANCISCO 


He who cannot remember cannot foresee. 


In the opening speeches of the foreign ministers of the Big Four at San 
Francisco there is a difference in the things remembered by each speaker. Stet- 
tinius used the American Constitutional Convention of 1787 as a warning against 
perfectionism. Eden kept to general ideas and remembered nothing but a rather 
pointless story of a soldier he met in Africa whose motive in fighting this war 
was that “there is a job of work to be done.” So could say a Nazi. That’s the 
devilish convenience of general ideas and of ideas generally. Soong remembered 
fourteen years of savage warfare in China and the failure of the covenant of 
the old League of Nations, and sounded a realistic note in expressing China's 
willingness to yield a degree of sovereignty to the world security system. Molotov 
remembered what the others could not afford to remember, the unheeded warn- — 
ings of Litvinov in the old League, the leadership of the Soviet Union in resisting 
fascism, and the retarded but final consummation of the coalition of anti-fascist 
powers behind that leadership and in support of the Soviet power which bore 
the brunt of the fight. Molotov is not afraid to remind the world how the 
League betrayed the world and how the League was employed to undermine peace 
and world security by the very powers now collaborating with the Soviet Union. — 
__ Self-styled custodians of world morals have talked a lot about the word 
justice. They fear it will be left out of San Francisco. They insist on the word. 
Molotov gives evidence that he will insist on the thing itself. He throws the — 
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j to ihe post-war power fr atrageen on the te of concrete justice. 
, ‘There can be no question in the minds of the peace-loving peoples of the world 
that in the Soviet Union they have a sure and staunch guardian of the peace, 
a champion which will hold fast to Britain and America and China in the protective 
role they have undertaken with respect to the formation of a new League 
of United Nations. 


In the democracies we must be alert to support all those elements within the 
democracies which support the unity of the anti-fascist powers. Vigilance must 
not for a moment be relaxed. False “unity’’ cries must be spotted and scotched. 
Slogans are always seized upon and used by the enemy. The enemy never sleeps. 
The fight for peace never ends, 


The heft of the military struggle is over. The political struggle within our 
democracies between pro and anti-fascist forces will sharpen. Let nobody think 
it will be a mere mopping-up operation. The chief weapons of the fascists here, 
as in the other war, will be d7vision and diversion, to keep the energies of those 
“left of center’’ diverted into channels irrelevant to the emergent crisis and to keep- 
them divided among themselves by theological and philosophic animosities. THE 
PROTESTANT, for one group, will not be led astray by such manoeuvers. We put 
our hand out to labor, to the churches of al/ creeds, to business, big and little, to 
every element which we believe honestly fights fascism. Peace is not won and 
pocketed on one day. It must be regained every day. Its struggle is man’s history. 

It has been said, in times of peace prepare for war. Let us amend it: 7” times of 
peace prepare for peace. 


UNITED NATIONS HOAX? 


The American hierarchy made a statement, their latest before the San Francisco 
Conference, in which they say that Fascism and Nazism being out of the way, Marx- 
_ ism is now the enemy. This system, they say, “herds the masses under dictatorial . 

leadership, insults their intelligence with its propaganda and controlled press, and 
tyrannically violates innate human rights.” In preparation for this clear invitation 
to war on Russia every page of the hierarchical press has been filled for years with 
anti-Soviet propaganda. Much of this propaganda leaks over into our secular press, 
and much of it is heard on our national radio networks. 


This leakage has been facilitated by the clever manoeuver of the hierarchy in 
_ drawing Protestant and Jewish religious establishments to the support of its strategy. 
Early in April of this year the three faiths made pronouncements which were cor- 
related by Jewish, Roman Catholic and Protestant officials into recommendations 
“to support and improve the Dumbarton Oaks proposals for a world organiza- 
” The question which should be asked is whether the improvements will be 
such as to support or such as to destroy. 

In the first place, as we pointed out in a recent editorial, the higher clergy of 
_ the Christian churches of all denominations actually have no charter to speak on 
the question of peace. True, their sacred scriptures and their traditions speak much 
of peace. But the responsible exponents of these traditions have not distinguished 
themselves in the fight against Fascism which was actually the fight for peace. 
_ Indeed the rise of Fascism in Europe took place under the auspices of the Christian 
church. The entire premise, therefore, for this so-called ‘support’? of Dumbarton 
Oaks is lacking. 
Looking at the recommendations themselves it is not difficult to see that these 
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recommendations, if adopted, might well destroy the who 
being laboriously built up for a peaceful world. Take for instance the item on 
membership. The three faiths would have membership “open to all states willing 
and able to fulfill the obligations of the charter.” This sounds very righteous and 
democratic but it actually means that the doors of the United Nations Organization 
would be open to all states whether or not they fought Fascism or took any interest . 
in the fight against Fascism. For instance, the Dominican Republic joined the United 
Nations on January 1, 1942. At the same time Panama, Nicaragua, El Salvador, 
Honduras and Haiti joined. Costa Rica, Colombia and Luxembourg also joined. 
Paraguay and Peru joined on February 14, 1945. They are both “Christian’’-states. 
Haiti, Colombia, Dominican Republic and Paraguay are also “Christian” states. 
Venezuela joined on February 20, 1945. It is a “Christian” state. Saudi Arabia 
never joined the United Nations, nevertheless it is invited to the San Francisco 
Conference. Its vote can be depended upon by the Vatican to oppose a Jewish 
Palestine. Naturally the Vatican can depend upon most of the “Christian” states 
to vote the way it wants them to vote. In going over the list of the United Nations 
as printed in the New York Times of April 26th, one finds among them a great 
number of tiny states, most of which did not and could not take any real part in 
the anti-Fascist fight and in which the influence of the Vatican is paramount. 
Even in some of the anti-Fascist countries themselves such as Canada, whose war 
record is second to none, their war record was made in the teeth of opposition of 
Vatican elements. In many ways the anti-Fascist record of Canada and the United 
States, speaking from a political point of view, was vitiated. Note how Canada 
and the United States continued to nurse the Petain government long after it was 
obvious that Petain was an ally of Hitler. We need not mention Spain in this con- 
nection. It gives one pause to read the editorial in The New World, ‘Chicago's 
Official Catholic Paper,” April 6th, which after its usual anti-Soviet prelude, goes 
on to furnish the solution for the problem which our State Department faces in 
what it calls the “unyielding attitude of the Soviet.” The solution is that “our 
statesmen bring forth the one secret weapon not yet used in World War II, the ~ 
Christian thesis, which, although not in the class of a howitzer, nevertheless con- 
quered millions on the battle fronts of equality among men. We suspect that San 
Francisco will succeed or fail according to the emphasis on just this proposition. 
A good deal of salesmanship will be involved. Look again at the list of nationals 
who will have their say.” (Our italics). 

On looking again at the list of nationals who will have their say we were te- 
minded of a feeling we had when we first observed the flags of the United Nations. 
Why was it necessary to collect such an array of tiny states and how did it happen 


that so many of them were vassals of the Vatican? Well, The New World gives us 
a hint as to what it is all about. ies 


The nations of the world were in danger from Fascism, which was nurtured 
and protected politically and spiritually by the Vatican. The fact that Fascism 
spawned Nazism, midwived by the German Center Party under Vatican direction, 
and joined hands with the tribal savagery of Japan, should not make us lose sight 
of the primary fact that Fascism, with its monstrously successful clerical fascist 
public relations organization, was and remains even today the chief enemy of the — 
peoples of all nations. Those who fought Fascism made the peace. Those who did 
not fight Fascism did not make the peace and should have no part in formulating 
the peace. Membership of the United Nations should have been made contingent — 
upon the applicants’ record in this fight. By this standard many of the Latin — 
American republics in this hemisphere would scarcely measure up to requirements. : 
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_ instinct for self-preservation. 


‘We have mentioned the part feed by Protestant and Jewish leaders in the hierar- 
~-chical manoeuver. We have been taken to task for criticizing the proposals in the 
three faith declaration called the Pattern for Peace. The anti-Soviet outcry in the 
parochial press now conclusively substantiates our fears. The success of hierar- 
chical propaganda can be measured in the average secular newspapers’ editorializ- 
ing and headlining opposition to the Soviet’s insistence on the Curzon Line and on 
the legitimacy of the Lublin government of Poland. 

There is not space to deal exhaustively with the Polish question here. It may 
be interesting, however, to quote from a few officials in the Roman Catholic church 
who take an opposite point of view from that of the Vatican. With respect to the 
recent treaty of mutual assistance between the Soviet Union and the Polish govern- 
ment, the Most Rev. Antoni Szlagowski, Roman Catholic bishop of Warsaw and 
former Rector of Warsaw University declared, ‘From the bottom of my heart I wish 
to see Poland independent, free and strong. She will be such if she is supported 
by an alliance with the Slav nations, and first of all with the Soviet- Union, which 
rendered such assistance in liberating Poland.” Father Rakowski, a member of the 
National Council of. Poland said, ‘‘Gratitude for Poland’s liberation with Red 
Army blood speaks for an alliance with the Soviet Union. Without the Red Army, 
Germany’s defeat would have been impossible.” Another clergyman, Father Orac- 
zewski, says, “We must not forget that it was the Soviet soldier who with his own 
blood saved Poland and that the fraternal Soviet republics are giving us large-scale 
help in rebuilding Warsaw. An alliance of the Slav nations, embracing 250 mil- 


«lions, will enable them to occupy a powerful position in Europe. The demands of 


the Polish people for a treaty with the Soviet Union is an expression of the nation’s 
” Father Chrysostom Tarasevitch, a Roman Catholic 
monk of the Order of St. Benedict, says, ‘“Russia does not expect gratitude from the 
hostile world: she knows full well that even her dying and suffering for the cause 
of the Allied nations is interpreted in her disfavor! But it would seem that at least 
those people who consider themselves in all respects, very fair, I mean the Catho- 
lics, would at least recognize Russia’s just claims to her own territory and conse- 
quently refrain from agitating against her at this most critical moment of the day’s 
universal turmoil.” We are quoting from a letter written by Father Tarasevitch 
published in the Roman Catholic paper The Tidings (Los Angeles). Father Tara- 
sevitch in the course of his letter gives utterance to a statement which we pray may 
burn itself into the consciousness of the American hierarchy: “True Christianity 
needs no protection of any State and woe betide us if we do rely for the strength 
of our Catholicism upon secular power and arms!’’ Father Tarasevitch’s letter 


_should be read by every thinking citizen of the United States and especially by 


those of our statesmen who bear any responsibility to the future of the world. This 
letter explains in detail why Poland has turned its back on a frustrated imperialistic 
past, why Poland will not be denied its opportunity to move into the future of 
enlightenment and peaceful development. 

How wonderful it would be if the Bishop of Brooklyn and the other bishops 
of the great cities of the United States could read and digest this letter of Father 
Tarasevitch. We verily believe that this letter marks the first dawn of sanity in the 
official Roman Catholic press of America. We hail it as an omen for good. In the 
meantime however, such a paper as The Brooklyn Tablet, Bishop Molloy’s diocesan 


_ organ, advocates some interesting things which it calls amendments to the Dum- 


barton Oaks proposals. Bishop Molloy wants to admit the small nations on a par 
with the Big Three in making decisions involving the use of force. He wants 


_ Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia, whose governments-in-exile Great Britain and the 
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_- United States still recognize, to be invited to San Francisco along 
_ Switzerland, Spain, Eire and Portugal all of which according to the 


Bishop’s ne 


iS _ paper “have kept the peace.” Such filling out of the Pattern for Peace by The =a 


Tablet should be read by those Protestant and Jewish leaders who have been duped 
by the hierarchy into this common statement with the hierarchy, which is of course 
a pattern for war and which was intended to be a pattern for wart by those very 


oa ~ clever gentlemen who concocted the entire scheme. 


Will Protestants, and Jews and Catholics too, ever learn that the most evil 


"deeds ever committed on this planet have been committed “under God” and “with 
- God’s blessing’? The men who designed the “Pattern for Peace (WAR)” were 


extremely careful to draw Protestant and Jewish leadership into their war against 
the Soviet Union by the use of the most innocuous and platitudinous phraseology. 


These leaders did not see what THE PROTESTANT pointed out to them, that it 


would be as fatal for them to be lined up in phalanx with the Roman Catholic 


_ hierarchy in America as it would have been to be lined up in Franco’s falange it- 


self. As a matter of fact that is precisely and literally what happened. The Protes- 


> tant failure was first to sit by and let this country throttle democratic Spain while 
the two arch villains of the world beat her face in. 


The Vatican, which blessed this beating, today cries out for morality at San 
Francisco and for God and for international law and for righteousness and its cry 
is echoed and supported by Protestant and Jewish leaders. These were the same 
cries, the same formulae, the same premises and principles upon which the Vatican 
supported and blessed the butcher Franco. THE PROTESTANT says to those Prot- ” 
estant leaders and to those Jewish leaders who follow along in this march to 
suicide: Turn back before it is too late or you will have forfeited the right to lead 


___ and we say to the pastors of flocks throughout the United States, do not follow such 
_ leadership. 


The Federal Council of Churches has called several concilia with regard to the 
conditions of peace. Yet never could these gatherings bring themselves to the 
point of facing the first condition of peace, namely, winning the war. In other 
words they were carried literally against their will to the vantage point from which 
they now claim the right (moral right, they call it) to indicate to struggling man- 
kind his road to peace. These men would not admit that peace was made by war or 
through war. By implication they took the view that it didn’t matter who won the 


_ war. This indicates in these gentlemen a poor sense of responsibility. What can be 


mote ridiculous than a half-drowned suicide who has been carried to shore scream- 
ing and kicking against his rescuer and who then suddenly stands up on the dry 


_____ land and says to his rescuer, “‘Now I will show you how to live.” Yet that is pre- 


cisely the situation of Protestant and Jewish leadership. A hint of what Roman 


‘e y _ Catholic hierarchical leadership has in mind will be given the reader who glances 
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peo at this Tablet editorial. Sweden, the right arm of Hitler’s war machine, Franco 
_____ Spain, Hitler’s faithful ally, Fascist Portugal, and Eire, the lights of whose capital 


guided the Luftwaffe on its visitations to England, these would be invited to the 


San Francisco Conference, if we were to listen to the ‘authority’ on moral law. 


_ The thought of an apple is appetizing. A painting of an apple may be beautiful. 


_ Even an apple itself may look enticing from the outside. It may have been blessed 


by the highest spiritual potentate on earth, But one only finds the true nature of the 
apple when one bites into it. Then if it be full of worms and rottenness neither 
blessings nor anything else will prevent us from spitting it out. : . 


By PIERRE VAN PAASSEN 


F IT WASN'T EXACTLY an inspirfhg sight, it 
was at least a highly instructive spectacle 
recently to see the venomously anti-Zionist 
“Christian Century” join with Dorothy 
Thompson and with the habitually inarticu- 


-ROMMEL'S MEN AT SAN FRANCISCO 


When the plan was subsequently dis-. 
avowed, not anonymously this time, but by 
a certain Saoudian politician, and was replaced 
by that gentleman with a violently hostile 
declaration given to the Near Eastern cor- 
respondent of the newspaper PM to the effect 


late spokesmen of the Christian Council on 


Palestine as well as 
with some other more 
or less dependable 
friends of a Jewish 
Commonwealth, in 
urging acceptance, “if 
only as a basis for fur- 
ther negotiation” of an 
alleged Arab offer to 
allow an immediate 
and substantial in- 
crease in the volume 
of Jewish immigration 
into the Holy Land. 
The fact that such 
a strange and unex- 
pected offer was first 
mentioned in a dis- 


patch from its Jeru-- 


salem correspondent to 
the New York Times 
and that the dispatch 
suspiciously failed to 
say which of the Arab 
politicians had made 
the offer or to whom 
specifically it had been 
submitted, this fact 
ought to have put un- 
der double alert any- 
one who has ever had 
the slightest taste from 
_ the spicy board of An- 


I saw in Camp Opelika, Alabama, re- 
cently, one thousand Arab prisoners of 
war. These men carried on their shoul- 
derstraps Rommel’s red-letiered badge 
of the “Afrika Korps.” They were cap- 
tured members of the Arab Brigade 
which the Mufti of Jerusalem raised in 
Iraq, Egypt, Palestine and Transjordan 
for Adolph Hitler. They fought at Al 
Alamein and in the other battles of the 
North African campaign against Britain 
and America. These men did not mere- 

ly “fraternize’ with the enemy, as some 

of the Zionist Realpolitiker timidly. sug- 
gest on the rare occasions they dare to 
mention Arab-German collaboration. 
They fought shoulder to shoulder with 
the Nazi butchers. These men actually 
killed Americans and Britons, 

These enemy prisoners of war were 
well-fed, and smiling, as well they 
might. For they are going to be repre- 
sented at the San Francisco Conference 
and at the Peace Conference. It is their 
representatwes who are going to sit in 

“judgment over the martyred remnants 
of the Jewish people, over the Jewish 
homeland, over the fighters of the 
Yishuw and over the destimies of Juda- 
ism. , 


) 


that “the Arabs will 
resist to the death any — 
and every attempt to 
increase Jewish immi- 
gration into Palestine,” 
a great silence sud- 
denly fell upon the 
subject. 

Miss Thompson 
swung back into the 
tideless stream of chat- 
ter on Germany. The 
“Christian Century” 
did not withdraw its 
challenge to the Jew- 
ish people, which it 
had uttered immedi- 
ately after the Times’ 
publication of the plan, 
that it is now up to 
the Jews to show some 
reasonableness and wil- 
lingness to compro- 
mise, and thus left - 
its readers under the. 
impression that some- 
thing had indeed been 
proposed and that 
Zionist stiffneckedness 
alone will be to blame 
if peace does not come 
to the Near East. The 
Christian Councillors 


_glo-Levantine political intrigue. 
__ Of course, the very opposite happened. Gul- 
‘libly the one and the other snatched at the 
bait. There were paeans of joy at the mere 
thought that the Arabs had at last seen the 
light. At last, it was said almost exultingly, 
the Arabs had mercifully and realistically taken 
‘notice of the Jewish people's plight and had 
‘come to reason with them. Wasn’t the Arabs’ 
‘change of heart “clearly indicated” by their 
proposition of a plan for the solution of the 
Palestine problem, which, if it showed a rather 
curious resemblance with Dr. Judah L. Mag- 
nes’ scheme of Arab-Jewish parity in a bi- 
national state, was nevertheless a plan? The 
dea that one of their beloved compromises 
might be effected turned the liberals almost 
delitious with joy. The bells were ringing for 


on Palestine fell back into their habitual 
mutism. Even the Zionist leadership, which 
had taken no notice whatever of the fuss, 
heaved a self-satisfied sigh of relief that an- 
other unpleasant little incident was happily 
closed. 

But was it closed? And was that spurious 
and mysterious proposition which the New 
York Times published about letting 300,000 
Jews into Palestine, really nothing more than 
an insignificant little trial balloon not worth 
troubling about? If it was a trial balloon, who 
sent it up, anyway? And what did it portend? 

I submit that it was the most sinister and 
ominous indication we have had yet of what 
Britain’s real intentions are in and with Pales- 
tine. 


Alone of all the press, Jewish and non-- — 
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lication of the Society for the Advancement 

_ of Judaism, saw clearly in the matter and had 

the courage to point to the true significance 
and import of the alleged Arab offer. The 
~ Reconstructionist said that one would not be 

far wrong in assuming that the origin of these 

feelers, trial balloons and diversionary tactics 
is the British Colonial Office. 

There you have the truth. In gratitude for 
telling the truth the Reconstructionist may 
_ now well hear itself charged, as I have been, 

by certain timid souls who are looked upon 
as Realpolitiker in the inner councils of Am- 
erican Zionism, with being more anti-British 
than pro-Jewish. But that won't alter the sig- 
nificance of the message the British Govern- 
ment sought to convey to the Jewish people 
and to the world with the publication of the 
alleged Arab offer. Nor will the Reconstruc- 
tionist’s warning, I fear, deter the American 
Zionist leadership from continuing to play 
its game of political blind man’s buff by dodg- 
ing the central issue involved which is, was, 
and always has been the Colonial Office’s 
determination to frustrate the establishment 
of a Jewish Commonwealth in Palestine. 

The publication of that spurious offer was 
a reminder to the Jewish people that under 
the terms of the White Paper of 1939, a docu- 
ment which sets forth the policy by which 
Palestine is administered today, the question 
of Jewish immigration into the Holy Land 
is from March 1945 onward to be considered 
as removed from British supervision and en- 
trusted to the Arabs. 

That's all. No more, no less: just a re- 
minder! 

It is as if the Colonial Office had warned 
the Jewish people: “you Jews talk hopefully 
of Churchill’s promises and of Roosevelt's 
Statements. May we remind you that the 
White Paper is in full force today and has 
been in force for the past five years and that 
there has not been the slightest interference 


on the part of the same Messrs. Churchill and — 


Roosevelt in its application and implementa- 
tion. And will you also remember that the 
White Paper provides for it specifically and 
in no uncertain language that the Arabs are 
to control Jewish immigration after the ex- 
Piration of five years from March 1939 and 
that, therefore, the moment when the Arabs 
take over from us, has now come. It is the 
Arabs who are to say yes or no henceforth, 
Not the British Government, not Mr. Chur- 
chill, not Mr. Truman. Maybe, you Jews 
had forgotten that little clause in the White 
Paper. Well, there now, we have reminded 
you of it!” 


Had the Jews decided to accept the spurious 
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Jewish alike, the Reconstructionist, the pub- offer, which “was publis 


the instigation of the Colonial Office, as a 
basis for further negotiation, and as Dorothy z 
Thompson and the Christian Councillors on 
Palestine suggested, the Jews would - have 
shown that they acquiesce in the transfer of 
authority for future disposition to be made 
in and about Palestine from the League of 
Nations, from the 52 Powers, great and small, 
which ratified the mandate over Palestine and 
from the Government of the United States 
—to the newly created Arab League. — 

Of course, there never was such a plan as 
the New York Times mentioned. The pub- 
lication of the offer was a mere attempt on 
the part of the Colonial Office to draw forth 
an expression of public opinion and if pos- 
sible an expression of favorable Zionist opin- 
ion. The quick disavowal of the plan by that 
Saoudian Arab gentleman, which was in all 
probability also done by prearrangement, pre-_ 
vented a further exploration of the spurious — 
offer. Yet the primary objective of reminding ~ 
the Jewish people of a very disagreeable truth 
and of a catastrophic situation in Palestine 
was attained. The Colonial Office had put 
across its warning to the Jewish people that 
it is the Arabs who are henceforth to have- 
the decisive and exclusive say about Palestine, 
about immigration, land sales, and the whole 
future political status of the country. 

Now, it should not be thought that the 
Zionist leadership’s failure to react to the 
publication of the plan was in any way due 
to any alertness on its part or to an awareness: 
what sinister trick was being played upon the 
Jewish people. The dreadful import of the 
spurious Arab offer escaped the attention of 
the American Zionist leadership as completely 
as the significance of similar political manoeu~ 
vres by the British Colonial Office escaped its 
attention the one after the other in the past. 

Had the Zionist leadership been aware of 
what was involved in the publication of thay 
spurious Arab offer, it could not have re 
mained silent. For in that case it would have 
known that this latest political manoeuvre 
which is the culmination of a whole serie: 
of similar underhand moves, places the Jew 
ish people before a fait accompli. It woule 
have cried out to the world in righteous ange) 
and desperation that Great Britain, while ask 
ing the anguished remnants of the Jewis! 
people again and again to have patience ani 
to wait for the solution of their problem ti! 
after the war, stringing them along, that i) 
with assurances of the good will and the goo 
faith of Mr. Churchill, has in the meantim 
egged on, pushed, cajoled, assisted and ha 
succeeded in getting the various Arab state 
to form a League, a confederacy, 
front. 2h ee 
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Solonial Office is now going to utilize 
that Arab League as an instrument to destroy 
_ Jewish Palestine. 

Now that the Arab League is in existence 
the Jewish people are told that, under the 
terms of the White Paper, that is: by virtue 
of precedent, it is with this League that they, 
the Jews, will have to deal henceforth. Great 
Britain has arbitrarily swept aside the inter- 
national-juridical basis of her mandate over 
Palestine. She has nullified the Balfour Dec- 
laration, cleverly eliminated the French rival 
of empire from the Near East and has driven 
the Jewish Agency into a corner where it can 
only send up belated appeals about the jus- 
tice of national Jewish representation at 
the San Francisco Conference. 


* * * 


I saw in Camp Opelika, Alabama, recently 
one thousand Arab prisoners of war. These 
men carried on their shoulderstraps Rommel’s 
red-lettered badge of the “Afrika Korps”. They 
were captured members of the Arab Brigade 
which the Mufti of Jerusalem raised in Irak, 
Egypt, Palestine and Transjordan for Adolf 
Hitler. They fought at Al Alamein and in 
the other battles of the North African cam- 
paign against Britain and America. These 
men did not merely “fraternize” with the 
_ enemy, as some of the Zionist Realpolitiker 
E timidly suggest on the rare occasions they 
_ dare to mention Arab-German collaboration. 
| They fought shoulder to shoulder with the 
_ Nazi butchers. These men actually killed 
Americans and Britons. 

These enemy prisoners of war were well- 
_ fed, and smiling, as well they might. For they 
are going to be represented at the San Fran- 
cisco Conference and at the Peace Conference. 
It is their representatives who are going to 
sit in judgement over the martyred remnants 
of the Jewish people, over the Jewish home- 
land, over the fighters of the Yishuv and over 
the destinies of Judaism. For that purpose 
they are being brought to San Francisco by 
the Colonial Office, and for no other purpose. 
Two years ago the Irak Legation in Wash- 
ington announced in a letter to the Herald- 
Tribune for what specific reason Irak, after 
having tried to stab Britain in the back by 
_ calling in Hitler’s Luftwaffe and after having 
been beaten into submission by Britain’s As- 

Syrian and Jewish allies, declared war on the 
_ Axis. The announcement said that Irak de- 
_ clared war on Germany in order “to have a 
_ seat at the Peace Conference and to have a 
_ say in the solution of the Palestine problem.” 
__ Three weeks ago at this writing, the Amer- 
ican Zionist leadership was still of the opinion 
that the San'Francisco Conference had no 
amediate connection with the establishment 
a Jewish Commonwealth in Palestine and 


teal 


[REL TEE Ra 


that, in spite of the fact that mandates and 
international trusteeships over certain terri- 
tories were long ago placed on the Confer- 
ence’s agenda, the debates would have no 
bearing on that subject and that the whole 
business could therefore be safely ignored. The 
American Zionist leadership and its tabloid 
newspaper, always and still talk, write and 
act as if Palestine is something existing in a 
political vacuum, loose, unrelated to, uncon- 
nected with a whole world of hard realities 
and facts. In international affairs the Real- 
politikers of the American Zionist movement 
neither foresee nor see. 


The American Zionist leadership disre- 
garded, dismissed or shrugged its shoulders 
condescendingly or indifferently over eyery 
political move made by the Colonial Office 
in the Near East in the last two years when 
everyone of these moves, in Lebanon, in Egypt, 
in Saoudia, in Transjordan, in Syria, was a 
distinct and visible link in the Arab chain 
being forged against and around the neck of 
Eretz Israel. 


It considered the Irak Legation’s letter of 
no importance, did not challenge it, protest 
against it or bury under ridicule the then fan- 
tastic pretensions of the pro-Axis clique in 
Bagdad. It did not show the world that it 
was aware of what was being cooked up, viz. 
that the Colonial Office was systematically 
grooming the foreign Arab princes for a role 
in the reshaping of the Levant world, that the 
various Arab countries, which had ho com- 
mon aspirations, were methodically and «sur- 
reptitiously given a common aspiration and 
therewith a motive to federate by activating 
their latent anti-Jewishness and their hunger 
for loot in the Jewish homeland. The Zionist 
leadership allowed every trial balloon to pass 
unnoticed as a mere bagatelle and thus gave 
the Colonial Office carte blanche, as it were, 
to proceed from precedent to precedent until 
today Palestine’ is wellnigh fixed in a frost 
of death. 

* * * 

As I looked at the Arab prisoners of war 
at play in the sunshine of a day when growth 
was in the air, I thought of the five million 
souls of the Jews slain in Europe for the 
Sanctification of the Name, of the thirty-five 
thousand Palestinian Jews who fought on 
every battlefield of the Near East as volun- 
teers on Britain’s and America’s side, and of 
the Jewish Palestinian industries whose pro- 
duction, in an hour of grave danger for the 
Empire, as a man said recently in tne House 
of Lords, “saved Britain from a disaster worse 
than Dunkirk and Singapore.” 
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And I thought of the whole immense trag- 


~edy of the Jewish people decimated and more 


than decimated and their poor remnants stand- 
ing there in the ports of Bulgaria and Rumania 
and Turkey with their eyes turned towards 
Palestine and denied passage and entrance. 
And I thought of the unimaginable cynicism 
of imperialism which, now-that the tide of 
war has turned, conforms to the biblical pat- 
tern of Pharaoh of whom it is written that 
“after the hails and the storms and the thun- 
ders had ceased, he Pharaoh, he hardened his 
heart and sinned yet more, he and his serv- 
ants”. Sinned, by taking from the poor man 
his little ewelamb which he has bought and 
nourished up and which lay in his bosom, and 
that was to him as a daughter and set it 
before a certain rich traveler who has many 
herds, and many flocks. 


Isn’t it time, O Zionist leaders, ye sons of 
the Prophets, that someone says to Britain 
what Nathan said to King David: “Thou art 
the Man!” 


And isn’t it time also to ask the American 
Zionist leadership when it will drop its super- 
sublime modesty and bring to the world’s 
attention the achievements of the forgotten 
ally in this war? Why it does disdain to utilize 
the “stainless and sharp weapon”, the new 
charter to Palestine which has been forged by 
the blood and sweat of the Palestinian Jews, 
that unanswerable claim to recognition which, 
if properly used, would ere this have reduced 
the Arab potentates to shameful and trem- 
bling silence? Why does the Zionist leader- 
ship not show the facts and hold up the record 
and hold it up high, for all the world to see? 


BEWARE OF BRUENING 
By ALBERT NORDEN 


VER SINCE former German Chancellor Dr. 
Heinrich Bruening, erstwhile chairman 

of the German Roman Catholic Center Party, 
came to America and in 1937 was made a 
lecturer and later a professor at Harvard, he 
has caused a great deal of excitement—by his 
silence. On more than one occasion reporters 
asked him his opinion on events inside Ger- 
many. He had nothing to say. He remained 
silent on the Jewish pogroms and on the in- 
vasion of Austria. The crisis of Munich and 
the assault on Czechoslovakia found him 
mute. The annihilation of Poland, the de- 
struction of the entire European continent 
and the methodical murder of millions of 
defenseless human beings by the Nazi regime 
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How long wibee contin 
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its vain con 
ferential Wichtigtuerei, talking around the 
point, evading the issue, fighting windmills 
and chimeras and speaking in abstract terms 
about tomorrow, tomorrow, when today’s. evil 
can no longer be rolled over upon tomorrow, 
for tomorrow itself has arrived. 


When is the American Zionist leadership 
going to uphold the hands of Dr. Chaim 
Weizmann, the great chief of the Jewish 
Agency for Palestine, as Aaron and Hur held 
up the tired hands of Moses at the Battle with 
Amelek, by instituting a policy of its own, 
militant, aggressive, consistent and forceful, 
a policy of free Jews, of American Jews, a 
policy diametrically at variance with Weiz- 


mann’s necessary and wise policy of watchful — 


waiting, so that he at last may be able to say 
to Mr. Churchill: “Your promises and assur- 
ances are noble and fine and I have full 
confidence, as ever, in your righteous inten- 
tions, but . . . . the great American Jew- 
ish Community is growing restless. The vast 
American Zionist movement and its affil- 
jates are growing critical. The wind is moan- 
ing through more and more Jewish bone- 
yards in Europe. They can hear the sound of 
the lament in America. The Jewish people 
feel that the water has come up to their lips. 
They are bound to raise a storm of indigna- 
tion and protest. For they are sick unto death 
of conciliatory election-time eloquence and 
promissory notes and always and again words, 
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words and still more words. The world wants | 


one act from you Mr. Churchill. One act: 
the order to let my people go!” 


—all this was not sufficient to draw one offi- 
cial word of protest from Dr. Bruening. That 
he did not want to associate himself with the 
German underground movement and that he 
was keeping himself aloof from the efforts of 
the anti-Nazi German exiles was quite self- 
evident (and expected). ; 


The Long Silence Is Broken 


Finally, after twelve years of obstinate si- 
lence, Dr. Bruening has recovered his 
litical voice. On March 10, 1945, he published 
a small article in the Newe Volkszeitung of 
New York. This is the paper of a small group 
of German Social Democrats which is getting 
ever smaller through the withdrawal of those 
members who have become tired of the weekly 
songs of hatred against the Soviet Union. In 
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vain we seatched this article, written on the 


occasion of the twentieth anniversary of the 
death of the first president of the Weimar Re- 
public, Friedrich Ebert, for one word of pro- 
test against either the domestic or foreign 
policy of Nazism. 

Evidently what Hitler Germany has done to 
the world is non-existent for Dr. Bruening. 
He breaks his silence only to throw flowers on 
the grave of Friedrich Ebert, the man who pro- 
nounced the death sentence of the German 
revolution. He calls Ebert a great historical 
personality who showed “unfaltering courage 
in the face of the spartacist mass onslaught.” 
(During the early years of its existence the 
German Communist Party was called the Spar- 
tacus Association, named after the leader of 
the Roman slave uprisings.) The courage, 
which Bruening praises so highly, consisted of 
Ebert’s secret alliance with Hindenburg and 
other imperial generals to defeat the revolu- 

on. In this alliance the dragon’s teeth were 
sown which grew into the armed hordes of 
Hitlerism. 

It is no coincidence that having kept silent 
“n the face of the Nazi crimes Dr. Bruening 
should break his silence with renewed efforts 
to build a front against the left in Germany 
and that the mouthpiece for his reappearance 
on the political scene is a paper whose polit- 
ical aim is to split the United Nations and 
preserve Germany as an imperialist power. 
For Dr. Bruening is in constant contact with 
the Vatican, where one of his few intimate 
friends, Dr. Kaas, is an adviser to the Pope 
and maintains an influential position. The 
Vatican has selected Bruening to play no 
small role in the coming political life of 


. Germany. 


It is important therefore to know the rec- 
ord of this man. It is also a record which pro- 


. vides documentary proof of the way in which 


the official policy of the German Roman 
Catholic hierarchy helped Hitler acquire power 
and prestige. 


As He Was in the Beginning 
Dr. Bruening comes from a well-to-do fam- 
ily of the West German town of Muenster. 


-He belonged to those few German officers 


who tried to wage an armed struggle against 
the revolution in 1918. Heé found his way 
into politics through the Roman Catholic 
trade union movement, whose adviser he was, 
and in 1924 became a deputy to the German 
Reichstag. He was the confidential liaison 
man between the war ministry and the Roman 
Catholic Center Party, and spokesman for 
military matters in the Reichstag. In this ca- 


pacity he pleaded for the approval of funds de- - 
_ manded by the army for legal as well as illegal 


_ pearmament. 


In 


p24 


1929—when the Social Democrat Her- 
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‘mano Mueller was still chancellor—Bruening 
conspired with General Kurt von Schleicher, 
the gray eminence of the German army, for 
the overthrow of the government. They agreed 
that the next chancellor should no longer be 
responsible to parliament but only to Field 
Marshal President von Hindenburg. On De- 
cember 25, 1929, Bruening accepted orders 
from Schleicher, in the name of the Junker 
and military clique and behind the back of 
both parliament and government, to hold 
himself ready to take over the reins of govern- 
ment. Three months later Hermann Mueller 
was dismissed by Hindenburg and Bruening 
was named chancellor. 


Tried to Restore the Monarchy 

Bruening was the first chancellor who ruled 
the republic in open and conscious disregard 
of all parliamentary rights. He was the first to 
walk the road to dictatorship. During the 
great depression, he developed into a sort of. 
super-Hoover. He shifted taxes onto the 
shoulders of the workers, employees, civil 
servants and the unemployed. At the same 
time he favored the reactionary class of mo- 
nopoly capitalists and Junkers. He drove grain © 
prices to a record height which was very prof- 
itable for the grain planting Junkers, but eco- 
nomic murder for cattle raisers. He granted 
the Junkers huge subsidies which at a low es- 
timate amounted to the sum of two billion 
marks. On the other hand he robbed 700,000 
unemployed of their subsidies and curtailed 
those of the remaining six million to the 
point where they could neither maintain 
health nor starve to death. He demanded and 
catried out a general decrease of wages and 
salaries. All these measures were taken with- 
out the consultatioh of parliament. He ruled 
by means of so-called “emergency decrees” 
bearing his and Hindenburg’s signatures, an 
extta-parliamentary method which he made 
into a permanent practice. 

Bruening’s economic policy drove millions 
into the arms of the Nazis who told them that 
their misery was due to the Weimar Republic 
whose parties tolerated the “Hunger Chan- 
cellor.” The present Harvard professor blew — 
wind into the sails of the Nazis in every way 
possible. 

Early in 1932, when Hindenburg’s first 
term in office expired, Bruening fostered a 
little conspiracy. He wanted to have Hinden- 
burg, who could not live much longer, made 
president and regent of the Reich for life. 
After Hindenburg’s death he intended to have 
the ex-emperor’s eldest grandson made em- 
peror. His plan came to naught—because 
Hindenburg refused to consider any candidate 
for regent except the ex-emperor who was 
still alive. 
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‘Bruening, who dreaded the people like poi- — 


son, now planned to abolish presidential elec- 
tions by the simple expedient of having pat- 
liament proclaim Hindenburg president for 
another seven years. For this purpose he met 
with Hitler on January 7, 1932. They had 
met together for the first time on October 5, 
1930. At the January 7 meeting, Bruening 
proposed the following deal: if the Nazi rep- 
resentatives in the Reichstag would cooperate 
in the reelection of Hindenburg, he in return 
would yield to the formation of a new gov- 
ernment, in which the Nazis would partici- 
pate, as soon as the rearmament resolution 
had been passed. Bruening had intensified 
German rearmament, but this did not prevent 
him from having the effrontery to tell the 
League of Nations that Germany was com- 
pletely disarmed and that the other nations 
should either disarm too or give Germany 
permission to tearm openly. The discussions 
with Hitler, however, failed to result in an 
agreement because the Nazi leader demanded 
immediate participation in the government. 
Conspiracy with Adolph 

On June 1, 1932, in the course of one of 
those palace intrigues typical of a dictatorship, 
_ Bruening was dismissed and Baron Franz von 
Papen was named chancellor. It was common 
knowledge that this cabinet of counts and 
barons had a short expectation of life. Who 
would be the successor? In August, Bruening 
and Hitler had another téte-a-téte to discuss 
the formation of a coalition government of 
the Nazis and the Center Party. These talks 
continued into the early days of September, 
with Goering participating also. The well- 
known Center Party leader, Joos, told the 
ce ve pec had resulted in an 
agreement never came j et eas Fie 
Franz von Papen dissol 0 Pantages 
2 ived the Reichstag on 
September 12 and continued to rule by dicta- 
et decree. Nevertheless, these facts dem- 
phe ed fia Aiea ae leader Brue- 
ment with Hitler, weary 


On January 30, 1933, Hindenburg handed 


JIM CROW JUSTICE 
By SHAEMAS O'SHEEL 


HILE SAN FRANCISCO RINGS with the 

_excitement of United Nations delegates 
meeting to plan a free world of peace and 
justice, a certain American citizen sits in a 
cell in San Quentin Prison, not far away, and 
wonders if he must wait another 15 years or 
mote for justice and freedom. 
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later Goering had the Re 
that he might frame the 


clude them from the coming parliamentary 


elections. Only a few hours after the Reich- 


stag fire, the members of the Center Party in 
the Reichstag met to receive the following 33 
directives from Bruening and Kaas: no party ~ 


spokesman and no pafty newspaper is to ac- 
cuse the Nazis for the fire. 


In the election campaign, the main attack 
of the Center Party was directed against the 


German Nationalist Party in the hope that | 


they would be able to take the latter's place as 
the coalition partner of the Nazis. 


The fact that the Nazis had already killed 
thousands and arrested tens of thousands did 
not prevent Bruening and Kaas from meeting 
Reich’s Chancellor Hitler on March 22, 1933, 


‘for another friendly consultation. Hitler had 


asked them to see him in order that he might 
obtain the support of the Center Party for a 
law granting him dictatorial powers. When 


Bruening and Kaas proposed this shameful 


deal to the deputies of the Center Party the 


following day, there were several who offered — 
strong opposition, but they were outvoted be- — 
cause of the pressure Bruening brought to — 


bear on the others. And in the Reichstag, on 


March 24, 1933, Hitler received sanction for 


his assumption of extraordinary powers. 


Having thus agreed with Hitler’s internal — 


policy of political terrorism, there was nothing 


left for Bruening and Kaas to do but give ~ 
their okay to his foreign policy as well. On — 
May 17, 1933, Hitler and Goering placed a — 
resolution before the Reichstag which called — 
for support of their foreign policy. Bruening 

and Kaas forced the deputies of the Center — 
Party to vote for the resolution, helping Hitler 


win a victory of international significance. 


Hitler could now face the world as Germany's — 
recognized representative. Bruening was given - 
the receipt for his gift a few weeks later—the — 


Nazis forced him to dissolve the Roman 


‘Catholic Center Party. The Moor had done 


his duties, he could go—and he went to 
America. 


- 


His name is Festus Coleman. He is a 


Negro. He had little schooling and little from — 
life except being “kicked around.” But he — 


worked and got by, married and fathered 
two bright-eyed children. Then, in April, 
1941, Fate picked him for a victim, Going 
home one evening through lovely C 
Gate Park, he stumbled on a 


“an Ad is 


| officer in what is politely called a “compro- 

_ Mmising situation” with a high school girl of 
| 17. They had spread a blanket on the grass 
ostensibly to “talk,” leaving another officer 
| and another girl in a car 100 feet away, pre- 
_ sumably also “talking.” 


The officer whose conversation was so dis- 
turbingly interrupted had spent eight months 
in camp in Alabama, and knew just what to 
say to insult and threaten a Negro. Coleman 
took it standing up, whereupon the officer 
called to his friend in the car, and these 
two brave men in Uncle Sam’s uniform beat 
and overpowered the slightly-built Negro and 
took him to a police station; where after a 
whispered conference with the police they 
preferred charges of attempted robbery and 
rape. The culprit, it seems, had sneaked up 
wearing a mask and pointing a gun, and had 
| relieved the officer of a wallet with money 
| and military passes before turning his atten- 
| tion to the girl. Unfortunately, neither wal- 
let, mask nor gun was in evidence, so the 
| officers went out with two policemen—osten- 
| sibly returned to the scene of the “crime’— 
| and came back with a paper mask and a toy 
| pistol! ss 

| “Grotesquely Outrageous” 

| Festus Coleman was tried before a judge 
| who openly hated Negroes and workers. He 
_ was defended by an incompetent lawyer (sub- 
__ sequently disbarred for life). He was con- 
— victed. The judge offered to quash the rape 
|| charge if Coleman would plead guilty to at- 
| tempted robbery. The prisoner replied, “I 
_ would rather serve 10,000 years than plead 
| guilty to something I did not do!” The judge 
_ couldn’t accommodate him with 10,000 years, 
| so he sentenced him for 65 years! 


| . Rockwell Kent has characterized the testi- 
| mony against Coleman as “grotesquely out- 
| fageous.” It was alleged that he forced the 
_ army officer to stand with his head in some 
| bushes while he—Coleman—performed a per- 
| verted, degenerate attack upon the girl, only 
five feet away from her martial companion. 
We are asked to believe that a man of robust 
physique, considered fit to be an American 
soldier, cowered in this absurb position for 
) | ten minutes while a bandit outraged his young 
_ female companion only five feet from him. 
_ We are asked to believe that Coleman could 
| perform the alleged outrage and at the same 
| time keep this doughty warrior of Uncle Sam 
| so effectively covered with a (toy) pistol that 
he dared not plunge into the bushes or turn 
| suddenly around and grapple with the assail- 
| ant—until he observed the latter preparing to 
ommit rape, whereupon, it was testified, he 
leap upon the miscreant and overpowered 
! On such testimony, before a biased 


\ 


judge, in a courtroom cleared of all Negroes 
except himself, Festus Coleman was con- 
victed! 


Another Hearing in May 

A committee including Paul Robeson, War- 
ren K. Billings, William Blake, Beniamino 
Bufano, Katherine Dunham, Prof. Albert 
Guerard, Rev. Hamilton Boswell, Rev. C. H. 
Byrd, Rev. Baxter Carroll Duke, Rev. D. F. 
Haynes, Rev. Raymond Henderson, Rev. 6te 
F. Jones, Rev. Herrick Lane, Rev. Stephen 
Peabody, Rev. O. J. Pedesclaux, Rev. A. Clay- 
ton Powell, Jr, Rev. C. D. Toliver, Rev. 
E, E. Washington, Prof. Henry Wadsworth 
Longfellow Dana, Lucia Trent, Mervyn Rath- 
borne, Dr. Max Yergan and a hundred more 
leading Americans, clerical and lay, white 
and black, was formed to secure Festus Cole- 
man’s pardon or parole; but their efforts were 
unavailing. Came the war with its paramount 
problems and duties, and the Coleman case 
was of necessity partly neglected. In May 
1944 the parole board heard the prisoner's 
plea; in November they reduced his sentence 
to 25 years. Now, as a result of renewed ac- 
tivity by the Coleman Defense Committee in 
California and in the East, the Adult Author- 
ity (new name of the parole board) an- 
nounces another hearing for Festus during 
May 1945. 


Every Case Must Be Fought 


No mote typical case of jimcrow injustice 
could be found. For the sake of national 
unity and the honor of our country, every 
jimcrow case must be fought and won! Every 
American—you for instance—can help free 
Festus Coleman by writing at once to The 
Adult Authority, Ferry Building, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., asking that this prisoner be imme- 
diately admitted to parole, so that he can go 
into war work and be of use to his country—' _ 
several labor unions stand ready to get him 
a job. 

For further information, or to join the 
committee and, if you wish, to contribute to 
its fighting funds, write (if you live in the 
East) to Shaemas O’Sheel, Secretary-Treas- 
urer, Eastern Division, Coleman Defense Com- 
mittee, Box 380, General Post Office, New 
York 1, N. Y. (The Eastern Division is 
sponsored by Rockwell Kent, Honorary Chair- 
man, Rev. Ben Richardson, Louis Colman, 
Alphaeus Hunton, Madeline Tunnard and 
Doxey Wilkerson.) If you live west of the 
Mississippi, write Mrs. Elaine Black Yoneda, ~ 
Secretary, Coleman Defense Committee, 83 
Sixth Street, San Francisco 3, Cal. Above all, 
write The Adult Authority—for every jim- 
crow case must be fought and won! 
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PIUS XII AND WORLD WARIE 


By HEINZ POL 


HB ALLIES of the First World War were 

either “liberalized” countries, like Italy 
and France, both of which had severed diplo- 
matic relations with the Vatican, or liberal 
countries like England and the U. S. A., who 
were at that time not interested in the reawak- 
ening of the temporal papal power. Against 
the Allies stood Imperial Germany, whose 
Emperor had been implored by Pope Leo XIII 
several years before World War I to found a 
new Holy Roman Reich and Austria, whose 
house of Hapsburg was intent on conquering 
Europe and destroying all forms of liberalism. 

During that war the Pope's position was 
fandamentally different from what it is today. 
He then regarded himself as a prisoner in the 

Vatican Palace. Also the Allies of World War 
~. I were far more democratic than their present 
counterpart, and the London agreement of the 
“Big Three” of 1916 contained a clause which 
barred the Pope from participation in the 
peace conference and excluded any discussion 
of the “Roman question.” 


In the early summer of 1917 Pope Benedict 
XV decided to launch an official peace action. 
This was to save Germany and Austria from 
defeat so that they might serve as a bulwark 
against the “red wave” from the East. Early in 
1917 the Apostolic Nunciature of Bavaria 
which was the organ of the Holy See for all 
questions relating to Germany became vacant, 
and the Pope sent Monsignor Pacelli to Mu- 
nich. Pacelli, favorite disciple of the astute 
Secretary of State, Cardinal Gasparri, had been 
trained for a diplomatic career since his early 
youth. He had scarcely installed himself in 
Munich, when he received instructions to get 
in touch with the German Government in be- 
half of the peace offensive. 


The first man Pacelli contacted was Mat- 
thias Erzberger, leader of the Roman Catholic 
Center Party and unofficial Minister of Propa- 
ganda of the German Government. Etzberger 
had been an enthusiastic Pan-German and had 
founded in Switzerland the International Cath- 
olic Union, a formidable propaganda bureau. 
And in 1916 he was ordered by the German 
Government to draft a document concerning 
the reinstitution of Vatican sovereignty. 
Through Erzberger, Cardinal Pacelli, in July 
1917, approached the German Chancellor and 
Kaiser Wilhelm. He submitted and inter- 
preted the peace terms of Pope Benedict 
which had also been forwarded to Paris, Lon- 
don and Washington. 

Pope Benedict's peace proposals were fav- 
orable to Germany: they were designed to re- 
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‘store the status quo. Germany would have to 
evacuate Belgium, but she would get back all 
her colonies. The Allies, without explicitly 
repudiating his proposals, took a somewhat 
reserved though friendly view of the whole 
affair. Secretary of State Robert Lansing, 
wrote a memorandum to President Wilson, in 
which he said: 

“My own impression is that this state- 
ment of peace terms emanates from Austria- 
Hungary and is probably sanctioned by the 
German Government. The Pope’s proposal 
is denying Belgium, Serbia, Montenegro, 
Rumania and France the right to repara- 
tions for the enormous damage done by the 
German invaders. It is carrying the Chris- 
tian doctrine of forgiveness a long way, 
since the burden falls heavily on one side 
and very slightly on the other. The sugges- 
tion is lacking in justice and reciprocity.” 

And Lansing concluded: | 

“I think it necessary to consider the mo- 
tives which inspired the Pope’s appeal or 
the influence which induced him to make it 
at this particular time. ... I would only say 
that the Pope, probably unwittingly or out 
of compassion for Austria-Hungary, has be- 
come the agent of Germany.” 

Wilhelm II gave Pacelli a very friendly wel- 


"come at his headquarters in Kreuznach. In his 


Memoirs the Kaiser spoke highly of the 
Pope’s envoy: “He is a distinguished and like- 
able man of high intelligence and excellent 
manners, the perfect pattern of an eminent 
prelate of the Catholic Church.” But in spite 
of this atmosphere of cordiality Pacelli’s mis- 
sion failed because it was premature: the Ger- 
man militarists and nationalists did not yet 
consider the time ripe for surrender. Thus the 
Pope could not prevent the complete military 
defeat of Germany and Austria. 

Nevertheless the Vatican accomplished one 
very important task: by taking the young Ger- 
man republic under its special protection, it 
helped rebuild Germany's industrial, financial 
and military power. And from the vantage 
point of the Berlin ramparts it could smother 
all popular and revolutionary movements in 
Central Europe. The Vatican needed a strong 
Germany as the principal pawn in the game 
against communism and for the resurrection 
of the Holy Roman Empire. 

The man who did more than anyone else, 

.including even the Eberts, Hindenburgs, 
Seeckts, Thyssens and all the rest, to make 
Germany forget her defeat of 1918 was Pacelli, 
After the war he moved from Munich to Ber- 
lin. Here he became the Weimar re 

first accredited diplomat and dean of 


ae 


lomatic corps. With ne air of eparaliy 


and friendliness he was the ideal man dis- 


creetly to guide Germany’s destiny, with due 
regard for everyone’s susceptibilities. Always 
faithful to Vatican policy he never lost sight 
of the fact that the only hope of the world lay 
in a strong Germany, now that the Russian 
revolution had been victorious and France 
had become much too liberal. (Later fascist 
Italy turned out to be another asset. And long 
before the Berlin-Rome axis was formed, it 
had existed as a political reality in the calcu- 
lations of the Vatican. ) 

The Nuncio Pacelli stayed in Germany 
until 1929, ie. for twelve years. Popular 
among his colleagues, he was also the “best 
informed man in Berlin,” as the British Am- 
bassador, Lord d’Abernon, once remarked. 

Pacelli lost no time in becoming the friend 
of the first President of the Weimar republic, 
Friedrich Ebert. This Social Democrat who, 
incidentally, was anything but an ardent 
church-goer did his best to betray the German 
revolutionaries of 1918. Having accomplished 
this, he set out to promote that happy mar- 
tiage between the German Social Democrats 
and the Roman Catholic Party which, in the 
Reich, lasted until about 1930 when Bruening 


_ came to power, while in Prussia it continued 


almost until Hitler took over. 

The Weimar republic experienced two 
main phases. The first saw the political and 
economic consolidation of an anti-revolution- 
ary regime which posed as mildly progressive 
and anti-militaristic in order to regain the 
confidence of the world. This was achieved 

~ by the union between the Social Democrats 
and the Center Party. Thereafter, the direct 
collaboration of the Social Democrats was no 
longer necessary or desirable: they were 


_. chased out by the Roman Catholic Jeaders 


who allied themselves with the nationalists in 
order to replace the Weimar republic by the 
Third Reich. This was the second phase. 
Both developments were, to a large extent, 
inspired and engineered by Pacelli: the first 
when he was still in Berlin; the second when 
he had returned to Rome where, as the newly 
elected Secretary of State, he ever tried to take 
care of his “beloved Germany.” 

In his inaugural address as Nuncio in Ber- 
lin he told the German Government and 
people: “The Holy See attaches the highest 
importance to the union of the ecclesiastical 


£ _and civil powers, in order to help the stricken 


German people to get established in peace, 
and in order to direct it toward the route of 
true progress.” His speech contained no refer- 
ence to Germany’s responsibility for the war. 
At that early date Pacelli had already estab- 


lished contact with those Germans who were 


gz 
i 


_busy preparing the war of revenge. 
_ The Bavarian general, Ritter von Epp, one 


> =.) ay 
Pies a eas 


Be the first ardent adherents ae the Hitler 


party, had in 1919 “liberated” Munich from 
the short-lived rule of the Socialists and Com- 
munists. Since Pacelli had openly preached 
against the danger of the “red wave,” the 
Munich radicals did not particularly like him. 
And all official biographers of Pacelli describe 
a scene in which some hot-heads dared confis- 
cate the Nuncio’s car and actually threatened 
him when Pacelli tried to oppose them. The 
Nuncio was greatly relieved when General 
von Epp, with the swastika on his steel hel- 
met, restored peace and order by means of ar- 
rests and mass shootings. From that time on 
the butcher Epp became one of the first links 
between the Nazis and the Nuncio, who, due 
to the nature of his mission, was obligated to 
seek his connections everywhere. 


He was a very modern diplomat, the first of 
the diplomatic corps in Berlin to have a radio 
and to do most of his traveling by airplane. 
When General von Seeckt, the first reorgan- 
izer of the Wehrmacht, took him into his con- 
fidence, Pacelli showed a sympathetic under- 
standing for Germany’s rearmament problems. 
On the other hand, he did not shrink from 
visiting the coal mines in the Ruhr dressed 
like a worker. 


According to his official biographer, Kees 
van Hoek, Pacelli in 1923 sent a strong note - 
of protest against the French occupation of 
the Ruhr to the Vatican “which formed the 
basis for the Pope’s letter to his Secretary of 
State in which he massed the moral force of 
the Church against the Ruhr adventure.” It 
was Pacelli’s openly anti-French attitude 
which gave the German nationalists moral 
support in their passive resistance and their 
acts of sabotage against the occupation forces. 

The coalition between the Social Democrats 
and the Roman Catholic Center Party pro- 
vided Pacelli with an opportunity to pursue 
his favorite policy of concluding concordats. 
As early as 1924 he pocketed the concordat 
with Bavaria; in 1929 followed the Prussian 
concordat, and the concordat with Baden was 
signed in 1932. Although Pacelli did not suc- 
ceed in concluding a concordat with the whole 
Reich, these partial agreements covered almost 
all of the Roman Catholic parts of Germany. 
This fact deserves special emphasis. For it 
proves that the hasty concordat which the 
Vatican, under the leadership of Pius XI and 
his Secretary of State Pacelli, concluded with _ 
Hitler in 1933 was a political move, nothing 
more and nothing less. Through this first pact 
with the highest “spiritual” power in the 
world, National Socialism received, as it were, — 
official sanction. When in January 1933 Hit- 
ler was made the master of Germany many 
statesmen regarded him as an adventurer and 
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an outcast. After the concordat of July 1933 — 
he had to be treated as an equal. The great . 


German Roman Catholic leader and Papal 
Chamberlain, Franz von Papen, who in 1933 
was the second ruler of Germany, proclaimed 
jubilantly: “The Third Reich is the first power 
in the world not only to recognize but to 
translate into practice the high principles of 
the Papacy.” 
For his concordat with Hitler Pacelli paid 
the price: the dissolution of the Center Party 


and the endorsement of the new regime by ° 


the German higher clergy. Ex-Chancellor 
Bruening and Msgr. Ludwig Kaas, the two 


chiefs of the Center Party, signed an addi- 


Translation 


With joy and open satisfaction the whole 
German people takes cognizance of the unt- 
fied position of the Austrian bishops towards 
the election. 

This declaration means that bygones are 
bygones. This proves that in these times 
which are so eventful for the German people 
and tts future, the Catholic Church will find 
the way towards the new State too. National 
Socialism which pursues the immovable goal 
of the unification of all Germans will be 
happy to finish the arguments also im this 
regard and with them the cleavage among 
our people. 

Thus for the first time im our history on 
April 10, 1938, the whole German folk com- 
munity without consideration of race, coun- 
try, class or creed, will go united to the polls 
and give thew 


YES 


without hesitation. 
Issued by the deputy of the Fuebrer for 
the people's election, Gauleiter Burckel. Re- 
sponsible, Karl Gerland, Vienna. 


dat was concluded. In i 


tional document a few 


“unreserved devotion and positive contribu 
tion to the new legal order” of their Roma: 
Catholic followers once their party was. di 
solved. Bruening later went to the U. S. A, 
but his colleague Kaas went to Rome where ~ 
he became the personal adviser of Pacelli in — 
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Mit Freude und aufeichtiger Genugtuung nimme das 
anje Deulfte Volk von der einhelslidhen Stetimg- 


—— rahme dee Bifehdfe Ofterceidhs jue Wah! Kenntnis. 


Die Erhldrung ft geeignet, einen Shlupftricy unter 
dic Dergangenhelt iu sehen. Ste beweift, Bap in 
diefer, fir Das Deutfdye Volk und feine Jukunft fo 
ereignisteijen Jeit auch die hatholifehe Kirche Den 
Weg jum newen Staate finden will, Der National- 
foxiatisnmss, der Das uroereitdrbace Stet Der Einigung 
aller Deutfcjen verfotgt, wird gltidilicy fein, oud 
auf diefem Gebiet Den fader und Bomit Oe 
Jerriffenheit unferes Dolkes beendenjubonnen, — 
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So foll jum erften Male in unferer Gefchicht 
am 10. April 1938 die ganje Deut{dhe Volks 


Hemeinfdhaft ohne litichficht auf Stimme, Lander 
filafien und Ronfeffionen gefcleffen jue Waht 


turne treten und vorbehalttos "S Qa 


aus{preden 
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On the reverse side of this part of the cover was the following: — 
; SOLEMN DECLARATION 
rom our wmnermost conviction and with free will we the undersigned Bishops of 


the Austrian church 
German Austria: 


province declare at the occasion of the great historic events m 


” Cg sneha oo with great joy that the National Socialist Movement has achieved 
1s achieving tremendous things in the field of national and economic reconstruction 


as well as in the spheres o 
poorest layers of the people, 


the d 
The Bish 


On the day of the el 


f social politics for the German people especially for the 


e are also convinced that through the action of the National Socialist Movement 
anger of an all destroying Bolshevism has been thrown back. sees 


ops are cooperating in this action for the future by their best a “and 
. . . ; ‘ 
blessings and will activate the faithful in this direction, : 


ection it is the self-evident national duty of us Bishops to declare 


ourselves as Germans for the German Reich and we expect of ail faithful Christians to 


know what they owe their people. 
Vienna, March 18, 1938, 


(signed by) Th, Cardinal Innitzer, Ge Waitz, Johannes Maria Gfollner, 
and other members of the hierarchy. 
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Pa ‘reg, ing Gennanye He is still 
i serving t the Vatican in this capacity, and his 
- tole in post-war Germany may be more active 
than that of Bruening whose personal rela- 
- tions with the Pope are not as intimate. 
These two events—the dissolution of the 
Center Party and the concordat—exposed the 
' close ties between Hitler and the Holy See. 
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id of March 1938 


e mt Ofterreids {chricben 
fiie Die Wahl an Gaulciter Birdel 


Wien, om 18. Mars 1036,' 


Qer Gephilehot vor Mier 


Sehr geehrter Herr Gauleiter, 


Beigeschlossene Erkldrung der Bischéfe dbersende ich hie- 
mit. Sie ersehen daraus, daS wir Bischéfe freiwillig und ohne 
Zwang unsere nationale Pflicht ‘erfiiit haben. Ich weif, das 
dieser Erklarung eine gute Zusammenarbeit folgen wird, 


Mit dem Ausdruck ausgezeichneter Hochachtung 


Vorwort und Echldrung Seite 2 und 3¢ 


Papen: Re aaiied it this way in ‘his historic 
radio speech of June 15, 1933, when he re- 
ferred to Hitletism as “the Christian counter- 
movement against the spirit of 1789,’ and 
continued, “We therefore stand at the begin- 
ning of a Christian revolution.” The admin- 
istrative head (Oberpraesident) of the Ro- 
man Catholic Rhineland, Baron von Lueningk, 
said about the same time: “The German 
Catholics by their former alliance with the 
parties of the Left (Democrats and Social 
Democrats — Ed.) have committed a sin 
against the Holy Ghost. But we are going to 
serve the new regime with absolute fidelity.” 
In June 1933 an official Episcopal declaration 
which was read from all pulpits stated: 

“The new State authorities intend to break 
the chains (ie. Versailles——Ed.) fastened 
upon us by victors drunk with triumph and | 
sacrificing justice to egotism. By measures to 
improve the health of the race the new State 
authorities wish to rejuvenate our people and 
to prepare them for a new and great destiny. 
All this is entirely in accordance with Catholic 
ideas. The effort to substitute a united nation 


Translation 


THE ARCHBISHOP OF VIENNA 
Vienna, March 18, 1938. 
Dear Mr, Gauleiter: 

I send you herewith the enclosed declara- 
tion of the Bishops. You will see from tt 
that we Bishops have voluntarily and with- 
out pressure fulfilled our national duty. 

I know that after this declaration a good © 
collaboration between us will follow. 

With the expression of my greatest esteem 
and Heil Hitler! 

(Signed) Th. Cardinal Innitzer, A.B. 


Introduction and Declaration on pages 2 and 3 


On the reverse side of this part of the cover was the following: — 
INTRODUCTION to the solemn declaration of the Austrian Bishops in connection 


' with the people’s election. 


After thorough discussions we Bishops of Austria have ourselves decided to direct 


the following bill to all our faithful im the face of the great historic hours which the 
Austrian people are witnessing and with the knowledge that in our days the thousand- 
year longing of our people for unification in one Great Reich of Germans finds its 


fulfillment. 


Vienna, March 21, 1938. 


We can do this without undue anxiety since the deputy of the Fuehrer for the 
e elections in Austria, Gauleiter Burckel, gave us the frank line of his policy which is to 
stand under the motto: “Give God what is God's 


and Caesar what is Caesar's.” 


For the Viennese Church Province 
(Signed) Th. Cardinal Innitzer 


For the Salzburg Church Province 
(Signed) J. Waitz, First Archbishop, 
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to the conflict of parties will find us Catholics 


ready to give a full and generous cooperation.” 

This declaration which preached a war of 
revenge and appeared to endorse Nazi racial 
theories did not stir the Vatican enough to 


voice even a mild criticism. This is no won- 


der if it is remembered that this declaration 
was made to back up the negotiations con- 
cerning the concordat which was officially 
signed on July 20, 1933, by Pacelli and Papen. 
The Rhein-Mainische Volkszeitung, one of 
the leading Roman “Catholic papers in the 
Rhineland, wrote a few days before this event 
took place: 

“The role of the now defunct Center has 
been as ephemeral and transitory as the Wei- 
mar system. Now the best minds in Catholi- 
cism, particularly among the youth, must not 
be content with a simple and inadequate 
adaptation but must devote themselves with 
passion to the historic task of National Social- 
ism. We must do a really good work.” 

This revolting attitude of servility and adu- 
lation caused the eminent Roman Catholic 
historian Robert d'Harcourt to write about 
that particular period in his book The Ger- 
man Catholics and Hitler: “We see that the 
Center . . . was allowed just time enough to 
dishonor itself and to serve the enemy.” 


But the leaders of the German Roman 
Catholics, counselled by the Vatican, refused 
to regard Hitler as their enemy. In spite of 
the fact that the Nazis Broke many clauses of 
the concordat; in spite of numerous protests 
of the higher clergy against religious persecu- 
tion, there never was any fundamental dis- 
agreement between the Vatican and the Wil- 
helmstrasse. From 1933 to the end of the war, 
not once did the Nuncio in Berlin, Monsignor 
Orsenigo, leave his post for a single day in 
protest against Hitler’s persecution of the 
Church or the slaughter of the Jews. Not 
once did it occur to Pius XI or Pacelli to de- 
clare the concordat void. The Vatican would 
have merely repeated what it did in 1926 in 
the case of Mexico when it declared an inter- 
dict against the concordat. 

At the end of 1933 Nazi Germany quit the 
League of Nations. This should have con- 
vinced every German Roman Catholic that 
Hitler had no intention of introducing an era 


Of peace. But the German bishops—some of 


them already uneasy about the religious per- 
secutions—were advised to keep in line. Hit- 
ler was organizing a plebiscite after the eclat 
at Geneva, and they were told to help him 
make it a big success for National Socialism; 
The Cardinals of Breslau and Cologne wel- 
comed Hitler’s decision without any reserva- 
tions. Even Cardinal Faulhaber of Munich, a 
formidable Pan-German but certainly ‘no 
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- friend of the N: 


ae. Se: . 
which he complained of certain difficu 
but ended up by saying: 
“Catholics will once more declare their fid 
elity towards the Fatherland and their full 
agreement with the large views and vigorous 
efforts of the Fuehrer to save the German 
people from the horrors of a new war and the 
atrocities of bolshevism. .. .” 
At the beginning of 1935 the future of the 
Saar was decided by popular vote. Many Ro- 
man Catholics of the Saar were anti-Nazis an 
disgusted with the hostile attitude of the 
Third Reich toward religion. But a few days 
before the plebiscite the bishops of Speyer 
and Trier, who were in charge of the Saar 
Catholics, issued an official proclamation, de- 
manding a vote one hundred per cent in favor 
~of Hitler. 3 : . 
About two months later Hitler decreed uni- 
versal conscription for Germany and the 
higher clergy, in their pastoral letter of Aug- 
ust, 1935, voiced the pride of political Cath- . 
olicism in this new spirit of militarism: “Any 
effort of national revival will find its best ally 
in the Church.” The same pastoral letter ent 
dorsed the Nazi saboteur Schlageter who, to-- 
gether with the bandit Horst Wessel, had be- 
come the official hero of the Hitler Reich: 
“Our brave Schlageter, who at the supreme 
moment, made a manly confession and re- 
ceived Holy Communion.” le 
The year 1936 started with Hitler's troops 
marching into the Rhineland. By that act the 
Locarno Pact was torn to shreds. On this oc- 
casion Cardinal Schulte, of Cologne, a vety 
intimate friend of Pacelli, sent an enthusiastic 
telegram to the German War Minister. 4 
The same year witnessed the outbreak of 
the Spanish Civil War and the intervention . 
Hitler and Mussolini who acted with the 
blessings of the Holy See. The higher clergy 
convened at the annual conference at Fuld: 
and deliberated in the presence of a Vaticat 
delegate. The result was a pastoral letter 
the German Roman Catholics, which said: “If 
Spain succumbed today to bolshevism the des- 
tiny of Europe, if not sealed, would be danger- 
ously imperiled. The task which rests upon 
our people and our Fatherland in such cir- 
cumstances is self-evident. May our Fuehrer, 
strengthened by the faithful cooperation of all. 
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citizens, succeed with God’s help in carrying 


through this work with a firm and unshak 
able hand.” 7 
“This work” involved the bombing of 
Guernica and other things of the sort. The 
German cardinals and bishops composed a 
special Christmas pastoral at the end of 1936, 
in which they endeavored to prove the com- 
plete identity between the aims of Hitler and 
the Pope: * ed ye 
“On September 14, the Holy Father « 


ered an indictment of bolshevism before a 
delegation of Spanish refugees. The same 
evening at the Party Congress at Nuremberg, 
the Leader of the German Reich, in a speech 
broadcast to the whole world, also indicted 
communism. The Holy Father started from 
the principle that the root of the poison is to 
be found in bolshevist hostility to God. The 
head of the German Reich, for his part, ex- 
plained the evil consequences of communism 
to the spiritual, political and economic life of 
nations,” + 

The pastoral concluded by saying it was a 
shame that the Pope’s utterances were not ac- 
corded more space in the Nazi press so that 
the people might compare them with the 
speeches of the Fuehrer.... 

Meanwhile Hitler continued to attack the 
German Roman Catholics whenever he 

‘thought their religious activities interfered 
with the affairs of his state. In 1937 the per- 
secutions reached such a stage that Pope Pius 
XI was forced to come out into the open with 
his encyclical Mit brennender Sorge. It is true 
that this encyclical attacked the racial theories 
of the Nazis and intimated that fascism was 

not a very docile ally. Nevertheless it took 
pains to preserve the political alilance: the 
Vatican knew very well that the great crusade 
of fascism to make the world safe from dem- 
ocracy was imminent, and that its chances of 
success were excellent. 

The policy of the Vatican at the time of 
Munich helped prepare for the Nazification of 
Europe. The Nuncio in Paris did everything 
to stimulate the spirit of capitulation within 
the French cabinet. The Slovak separatist re- 
volts under Father Hlinka and later under the 
quisling, Father Tiso, enjoyed the benevolent 
neutrality of the Holy See, which remained 
imperturbable when the Slovak storm troops 
broke up the Czechoslovak republic and_mur- 
dered the Jews wherever they found them. 
Some time later Tiso, specialist in anti-Semitic 
persecution, was signally honored by Pope 
Pius XI who gave him the title of “Right 
Reverend Monsignor.” ~ 

Even Roman Catholic Poland was ap- 
proached by Pacelli (who became Pope Pius 
XII) to give in to the demands of Nazi Ger- 
many; for Germany must become the undis- 

- puted champion of the New Order. In his 

’ book The Vatican and the War the Roman 
Catholic journalist Camille M. Cianfarra, 
Rome correspondent of The Times, writes 
about that period: 

“In addition to the very serious tension be- 
tween Germany and Poland, Pius was con- 
cerned over the possibility of an Anglo- 
Franco-Soviet pact being negotiated in Mos- 

_ cow. At that time the Holy See feared that 
the planned alliance with the two western 

democracies would enable the Soviets to play 
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an important part in European diplomacy.” 

Hence the Pope’s pressure on Poland to 
“soft-pedal,” as Cianfarra puts it. On August 
31 Pius XII made a last appeal to France and 
England not to defend Poland against a Ger- 
man attack. He suggested an international 
conference which would “study a peaceful re- 
vision of the Versailles Treaty.” In other 
words: the Pope proposed a German domina- 
tion of Europe without war. But Hitler 
wanted his war and started it without a pro- 
test on the part of the Vatican. 

When the Russians, however, marched into 
eastern Poland, Vatican envoys all over the 
world cried out against “communist imperial- 
ism.” The Osservatore Romano, official Vati- 
can organ, spoke of a “cowardly act on a false 
pretext.” Hitler undeniably had the “right 
pretext: 7. 

When the shooting war broke out, the Ger- 
man higher clergy which had joyfully en- 
dorsed the annexation of Austria, the Munich 
pact which dismembered Czechoslovakia, and 
the occupation of Memel, seized this oppor- 
tunity to reaffirm its alliance with the butcher 
of Europe in the pastoral letter of 1939: 


“In this decisive hour we admonish our 
Catholic soldiers to do their duty in obedience 
to the Fuehrer and to be ready to sacrifice 
their whole individuality. We appeal to the 
Faithful to join in ardent prayers that Divine 
Providence may lead this war to blessed 
success.” 

After the subjugation of Poland the Vatican 
at Once started on a peace offensive which pre- 
ceded Hitler’s peace offer by only a few days. 
Was this merely another coincidence? The 
plan came from Mussolini and was first pub- 
lished in his paper I/ Popolo d'Italia. These 
peace conditions were reprinted without com- 
ment in the Osservatore Romano of Septem- . 
ber 22. What were these conditions? France 
and England were expected to accept’ a com- 
promise peace on the basis of a “new Poland 
with considerably smaller territory.” 

Hitler’s attack on Denmark and. Norway 
drew no comment one way or another from 
the Vatican. But the invasion of Holland and 
Belgium moved Pius XII to address a rather 
spineless proclamation to Leopold of Belgium, 
which without mentioning Germany by name 
merely spoke of a “hope for the restoration of 
full liberty and independence.” The Osserva- 
tore Romano observed laconically: “The Ger- 
man initiative has no explanation.” 


This is without doubt the most curious 


comment on record. It was the unique privi- — 
lege of the Pope to refer to an act of brutal 
aggression as evidence of “German initiative” 
and to pretend in all innocence that he had no 
idea why Hitler had started his Blitzkrieg. 
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LABOR UNIONS IN CHINA — 
By NYM WALES 


a 

“All American labor's China relief funds go to the so-called unions organizea 
by the Chen Li-fu clique—the clique which broke the labor unions im 1927 and 
has suppressed them ever since. Nothing has been given to the unions im the 
guerrilla areas nor to the Indusco work; naturally this clique would never permit 
it, as it is the chief stumbling block to progressive changes im Chima, of any kind 


at all.” 


MMEDIATELY following World War I, the 
| labor movements of the major industrial 
countries reached an unprecedented height. 
It was in this atmosphere, and also partly as 
a result of the war, that an infant labor move- 
ment was born in China. Now that World 
War II is bringing to maturity another high 


in most of the United Nations, it is of inter-~ 


est to examine what has happened to organ- 
ized labor in China during the intervening 
petiod.* China will be represented at the 
World Labor Conference to be held in Paris 
in September for the purpose of forming a 
new international federation. 


The rapid rise and fali of the labor move- 
mentein China is a remarkable chapter in 
the history of labor. In 1920, the same year 
that organized labor both in Britain and the 
United States reached the peak unsurpassed 
until World War II, the first permanent Chi- 
hese unions were being tentatively created. At 
their peak, in 1927, 3,065,000 Chinese work- 
ers had been organized, both on a craft and 
industrial basis, of whom 2,800,000 were 
united in the militant All-China Labor Fed- 
eration, an affiliate of the Red Trade Union 
International. In view of its background, this 
was a dramatic achievement. China has never 
had more than about two million industrial 
workers, aside from primitive transport and 
handicrafts, the latter being vaguely estimated 
by the Kuomintang in 1931 at 11,960,000 
workers. It may be noted that in 1927 the 
British Trades Union Congress, started in 
1868, had only 4,163,994 members; and the 
American Federation of Labor, started in 
1886, had 2,812,526. Even today, with prob- 
ably fourteen million organized in the United 


States, less than half the total wage-earners 


and salaried employees are union members. 


Kuomintang Used Nazi Tactics 

In China, however, the young labor move- 
ment was forcibly broken by the Kuomintang 
in 1927, and the loss of economic and politi- 
cal gains was a major defeat from which or- 


*The first history of labor unions in Chi 
Chinese Labor Movement, by Nea Wales jane 
pel Company: was published this spring in New 
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ganized labor had not yet begun to recover 
prior to the Japanese occupation of all the 
important industrial cities. A mew rise is 
now progressing in the guerrilla areas, where 
the resistance forces led by the Communists 
claim to have already liberated a population — 
of some eighty-six million. Labor unions are 
being organized in these regions as part of 
the basic political power. By 1941 six regional 
federations in North China reported a total 
membership of 574,620, and in 1943 these 
began to affiliate into a general North China 
Trade Union Federation. No figures are avail- 
able on the unions in Communist areas in 
south and central China, but the total mem- 
bership for all Communist regions estimated 
in 1944 was about one million. F 
Under the Chungking government freedom 
of association is prohibited, and no real labor - 
unions can be organized until democratic con- 
trols in government are instituted. However, 
a negative indication of labor unrest may be 
found in the fact that the Kuomintang has 
found it advisable to create a “labor front,” 
copied from that in Japan and Germany, 
under which workers are compulsorily or- 
dered to join strictly government-controlled 
“unions,” and are considered members ipso_ 
facto whether or not they have even been in- 
formed of the existence of the so-called 
“union.” On that basis, the Chinese Associa- 
tion of Labor claims to have nearly 600,000 
members, and the Ministry of Social Affairs” 
reported in 1944 that “there are now in China 
a total of 2,867 labor organizations, including 
local Jabor unions, with a total membership 
of 1,044,462 persons.” Needless to say, such 
figures are unacceptable to the students of 


_Chinese labor affairs. 


Workers Built Indusco a 
The greatest achievement of organized la- 
bor in Chungking government areas is the 
1,350 industrial cooperatives, with 25,000 reg- 
istered members and some 100,000 persons 
dependent on the cooperatives for a liveli- 
hood, including refugees and women engaged 
in spinning and weaving, etc., on a piecework 
basis. These self-managing workshops anc 
small factories, organized by the work 
themselves, constitute the only cratic 
ganization that has been to ¢ 


Chungking government. To labor, there- 
fore, goes the credit for initiating democratic 
processes in these backward interior villages. 
‘In effect, the Industrial Cooperatives are 
bringing the Industrial Revolution to remote 
| provinces on an initial foundation of indus- 
‘trial democracy, a successful experiment that 
‘will have great significance in the future de- 
velopment of the interior of China. 


} In the guerrilla areas, industrial coopera- 
| tives have also been adopted by the Commu- 
} nists and have had a rapid development since 
the blockade was enforced in 1941. For ex- 
ample, in the Shensi-Kansu-Ninghsia Border 
region with a population of 2,000,000, 20 % 
} of industry is cooperatively owned and man- 
} aged. The number of industrial cooperatives 
l increased from 51 in 1942 to 433 in 1944. 
} Altogether 250,000 persons were members of 
876 cooperatives, of various kinds, one-eighth 
of the local population, including among 
others 24 medical cooperatives, 258 con- 
/sumers cooperatives and ‘nine cooperative 
farms. The Indusco movement is the only new 
| political development common to both the 
regions under the Communists and those under 
Chungking. In the latter area, the movement 
| reached its height in 1941 and has since then 
had extreme difficulty holding its own in the 
face of strong opposition. 


‘When the Japanese Depart : 

. The future status of organized labor is gov- 
}erned by the following situation: China is 
| today divided into three distinct regions of 
control, geographically and politically: (1) 
the non-industrial provinces in the interior 
‘under Chungking, numbering perhaps 150,- 
| 000,000 to 200,000,000 population; (2) the 
guerrilla areas under the Communists, near 


or in between Japanese lines, and under- 
ground, reported to include about eighty-six 
million; and (3) Japanese-occupied areas, in- 
cluding all the major industrial cities and 
lines of communication and Manchuria, with 
a population probably about the same size as 
that under Chungking. The military trend is 
that the Communists are actively taking over 
‘more and more occupied territory from the 
| Japanese, causing even greater alarm to 
Chungking than to Japan; Chungking’s front 
against Japan has been more or less static 
‘Since 1941, except for minor Japanese terri- 
torial advances; while American and British 
forces press up steadily from the south Pa- 
cific, and allied landings on the China coast 
are contemplated. It is in the Japanese-occu- 
pied areas, of course, that the problem of 
labor is most important, for here was 90 per 
cent of China’s pre-war industrial plant. 

_ As soon as the Wang Ching-wei puppet 
regime was established in 1939, it began or- 
: unions under control of its 


eee, 


Ministry of Social Affairs, especially in Shang- 
hai. Following Pearl Harbor, however, these 
activities greatly diminished due to a break- 
down of industrial production. At this time ~ 
the Japanese took over the Ametican and 
British-owned plants in Shanghai, the most 
important enterprises left in the city with 
the exception of the textile mills. By the 
spring of 1942 it was reported that only 55 
per cent of the former plants in the Inter- 
national Settlement were operating, and these 
with only 50 per cent of the former working 
force. Industry continued to deteriorate, re- 
sulting in great unemployment and distress 
for the workers. Many workers have escaped 
from the cities and joined the guerrilla forces 
under. the Communists. For example, twen- 
ty-five armed detachments of such workers 
were organized by the Communists to fight 
the Japanese. 


The paramount problem now agitating 
Chungking is this: Who is going to control 
these rich industrial cities during and after 
liberation? It is expected that allied forces 
will either drive out the Japanese or make 
evacuation necessary. But how will the status 
quo be resumed when democratic social and 
political changes are progressing under the 
nearby resistance movement as an inevitable 
result of the war, and a million workers are 
already organized into labor unions? Chung- 
king proposes to place the heavy hand of 
suppression on labor again through the “labor 
front” technique of its 1943 Labor Union 
Code in order to prevent real labor unions 
from being formed. The Communists are pro- 
posing the formation of a unified coalition 
national government representing all prov- 
inces and all parties to institute democratic 
government. This would be somewhat similar 
to the coalition government in Hankow in 
1927. It would mean that freedom of asso- 
ciation would be guaranteed to labor. If 
such a government is not formed, the alterna- 
tive would seem to be civil war on a large 
scale, for Chungking has reserved its forces 
for the purpose of driving the Communists 
out. However, this is no solution—for if the 
Japanese were unable to suppress them, 
Chungking may not have much better luck. 
These so-called Communists, of course, are 
merely the local inhabitants fighting for their 
own sutvival, and a mass movement will re- 
sist any effort to turn the clock back. 

Thus the future of labor unions is tied in 
closely with the solution of the Communist- 
Chungking impasse, and is dependent upon 
what kind of government is re-instituted in 
the industrial cities. 


C. A. L. Sidetracks American Aid 
The American attitude has a direct bearing 
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on the question of labor unions in China, for 
everything that our government does or fails 
to do cannot avoid affecting the situation 
there. The State: Department for the first 
time has shown its interest in this subject by 
sending a Labor Attaché to Chungking. Dur- 
ing this war, none of the funds sent to China 
by the relief committees of the C I. O., 
A. FE. L. or Railroad Brotherhoods has been 
used to encourage the labor movement or to 
help the war effort. All have been given to 
the so-called Chinese Association of Labor or 
to welfare projects approved by it—and the 
Chungking Board of Custody dominated by 
the C. A. L. has refused to permit any of it 
to be given to the North China Trade Union 
Federation or to the Industrial Cooperatives. 
This aid to the C. A. L. should properly be 
regarded as a mere formality for the purpose 
of making a preliminary contact with labor 
in China, and not as approval of the fascist 
type of labor front represented by the C. A. L. 
However, by failing to impartially support the 
two bona fide rank-and-file labor organiza- 
tions, American labor appears in the eyes of 
the Chinese worker to be taking the side of 
the reactionary anti-labor forces in Chung- 
king against the genuine labor movement 
struggling to rise above suppression. 


Slave labor in China menaces the stand- 
ards of American labor and industry. China 
expects to rebuild her industries with Amer- 
ican capital. Should this be used to create a 
system of slave labor and coastal industries 
that will compete on the world market—thus 
making another Japan out of China? Or 
should the new industrialization program be 
carefully planned and balanced to develop 
the home market instead—by raising the 
wages and standard of living of the pro- 
ducer? Before the war Chinese textiles manu- 
factured in the treaty-ports were underselling 
. . even the Japanese in Asiatic markets—while 
the hungry Chinese worker wore rags and the 
peasant in the interior was too poor to keep 
his family decently clothed. j 


Organized Labor A Necessity 


It should be stated that effective labor 
‘unions in China are not only desirable but 
mecessaty to the modernization and efficiency 
of Chinese industry. This may be difficult to 
understand without a knowledge of the eco- 
nomic and political background in China. 
Briefly, the reason is that labor unions are 
the only workable mechanism for maintain- 
ing stable industrial relations, due to the pe- 


. 


SE ——— 
22. ° THE PROTESTANT 


hy 


~ culiar industrial conditions in China. 


is also no other mechanism for sweeping-oul 
the debris of medievalism which still clogs 
China’s industrial machine, such as gangster 
racketeering, the labor contract system—unde 
which the contractor sometimes retains 60 per 
cent of a worker’s regular earnings, penaliz- 
ing labor and industry alike; go-slow methods 
inherited from the handicraft era; unpaid ap- 
prenticeship and dismissal of apprentices as 
soon as they are entitled to wages, thus de- 
priving the worker of initiative. There is, for 
example, no other mechanism for enforcing 
a Factory Act except through the vigilance and 
cooperation of a union. In other words, the 
past transition condition of anarchy and law- 
lessness must be replaced by a system of col- 
lective bargaining. q 

Slave labor is comparatively just as ineffi- 
cient in China as elsewhere. Here labor is 
ground down to the cheapest terms in the 
world labor market—but the cost of suppres- 
sion has been far greater than the results 
merited. A statistical study would doubtless 
show startling figures on losses suffered by 
industry as compared with the benefits of 
direct collective bargaining between a labor 
union and management. This has been proved 
in the Communist areas, where production 
has been greatly aided by the labor union 
system. The cost of grinding down labor to 
its state of sullen rebellion and inefficiency 
due to starvation wages and intolerable hours 
includes tribute to labor racketeers, heavy 
costs of strikes and disputes, and the expense 
of maintaining a network of Kuomintang 
control and large police forces, both open and 
secret, allied with the gangsters. The basic 
cost to industry, however, lies in the fact that 
in self-defense labor automatically maintains 
a continuous slow-down—being unable to tol- 
erate working conditions in any other way. 
In fact, the whole vast expense of civil wat 
and suppression of both the rebellious peas: 
ant and worker since 1927 has been a grea' 
deterrent to the industrialization of China— 
for capital will not invest permanently undet 
unstable conditions. The threat of future 
civil war has also deterred the development 
of industry in the interior during the present 
wat. Most of China’s private capital is now 
sitting in American banks—unwilling to in 
vest at home due to future uncertainties. 

The second part of this article will appear it 


the next issue of THE PROTESTANT, analyzing th 
history of the Chinese labor movement. ; 
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| By ANDREW GORDON 


: HE RESURGENCE of the democratic forces 
s | in Brazil is partly the outcome of the 
# efficient work of the UDN (Uniao Demo- 
§} cratica Nacional—National Democratic Un- 
ion), partly a result of the international situ- 
f ation, for example, the agreement of Yalta in 
| which the Big Three pledged themselves to 
exterminate fascism. 
The UDN is a coalition of all anti-Nazi, 
i) democratic and progressive forces in Brazil 
which includes conservatives from the ex- 
treme right, liberals, Catholics, non-partisans 
and people from the extreme left. 
_ The year 1944 was characterized by the 
| intensification of internal opposition to Var- 
‘| gas and the emergence of scattered resistance 
groups. The work of coordinating all these 
| forces went on throughout long months and 
| took definite shape in July-August. 
This process was speeded up by a purge of 
| the Vargas Administration which eliminated 
} practically all democratic .elements—the so- 
| called “left wing of the Estado Novo”. The 
| tepressive measures included the ousting of 
| democratic Col. Nelson do Mello from his 
| post as Chief of Police of the Rio Federal 
| District; the dismissal of Joao Alberto Lins y 
Barros from the Office of Economic War 
§} Mobilization; the closure of democratic news- 
|} papers such as Drretrices, El] Mundo Medico, 
Nosso Senhor Menino Jesus, Ilustracao, Reno- 
| vacao, the internment of Bishop de Maura, 
| head of the democratic faction in Brazil's 
Roman Catholic Church; and the ousting of 
| Alberto Pasqualini, Secretary of Interior in 
Rio. Grande do Sul. They culminated with 
| the closure of the Association of Friends of 
America and the resignation of Oswaldo 
Aranha from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 
These actions demonstrated Vargas’ iron 
determination to stay in office. His intentions 
were shown also by the appointment of Cori- 
olano Goes as Chief of Police of Rio de Janei- 
| £0. Goes had a sinister record. As Chief of 
Police of San Paulo, he ordered the machine- 
‘gunning of a peaceful demonstration of stu- 
| dents, several of whom were killed. There- 
| fore his promotion was considered an outright 


| provocation by the student movement, which: 


forms the vanguard of the progressive forces. 

Under such conditions the opposition had 
| no alternative but to close ranks, unify and 
} Organize. This was the only way to avoid the 
_ fepetition of the events of 1937, when two 
democratic candidates: Armando Salles de 
| Oliveira (consetvative) and Jose Americo de 
Almeida (liberal) fought each other vehe- 
| mently until Vargas, under the pretext of put- 
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| BRAZIL: FREE ELECTIONS OR CIVIL WAR 


ting an end to civil strife, carried out his coup 
of November 10, 1937, and established his 
“Estado Novo”, the Brazilian variety of cor- 
porativism. 


Anti-Vargas Manifesto 

In August, 1944, the UDN, in a clandestine 
manifesto, proclaimed its program: “The 
UDN is a political organization which pro- 
poses to coordinate all democratic currents... 
in order to reestablish legality and a demo- 
cratic constitution...in accordance with the 
democratic traditions of the Brazilian people.” 
The manifesto—as if forecasting the candidacy 
of Brigadier General Eduardo Gomes—ex- 
pressed its faith in the armed forces: “...We 
are absolutely sure that they never were nor 
are with the dictatorship...” 

Proclaiming its determination “to fight Neo-’ 
Fascism which is staging a comeback in Latin- 
America,” the UDN endorsed the following 
seven-point program: 

1) Organization of a Provisional Govern- 
ment Junta, including representatives of the 
armed forces whose clean record is a guaran- 
tee of the execution of this program; 2) Total 
amnesty for all political prisoners; 3) Whole- 
hearted endorsement of the international ob- 
ligations entered into by Brazil—support for 
the Atlantic Charter, Teheran and a real war 
effort; 4) Immediate abolition of press cen- 
sorship and reestablishment of freedom of the 
press; 5) Freedom of political propaganda; 
free reorganization of political parties what- 
ever their social or economic creed; 6) Ad- 
ministrative reorganization of the country, and 
action for the immediate solution of problems 
such as the high prices of basic necessities, ~ 
hoarding and war-profiteering; 7) Constitu- 
tion of a Special Tribunal to investigate the 
use of public funds, the origins of the private 
fortunes of the higher-ups of the Estado Novo 
bureaucracy, and to punish war profiteers. 

The repercussion was immediate. The Sev- 
enth Congress of the National Union of Stu- 
dents, which met shortly thereafter and which 
represented the students of Brazil's seven 
universities (Rio de Janeiro, San Paulo, Porto 
Alegre, Recife, Belo Horizonte, Bahia, and 
the Free University of the Rio Federal Dis- 
trict) adopted a resolution which amounted 
to an endorsement of the program of the 
UDN. This was important since the students — 
played a prominent part in pushing the hesi- » 
tant, unwilling Vargas into the diplomatic 
break with, and thereafter the declaration of 
war against, the Axis. 
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Leaflets Get in Vargas’ Hair 


The Brazilian underground settled down to 


practical work, The different resistance groups 
published their own clandestine papers. Anti- 
fascist propaganda was carried out mainly by 
means of leaflets and sheets. A group in San 
Paulo published a sheet named Resistencia. 
At least five different types of leaflets were 
circulated in Rio de Janeiro. One, headlined 
’ “A farsa electoral” (The electoral farce), was 
sponsored by a resistance group which in- 
cluded many members of the suppressed As- 
sociation of Friends of America. Another 
sheet was entitled: “Cumprio a promesa” (He 
—i.e., Vargas—accomplished his promise). It 
recalled a speech delivered by Vargas in 1929 
in which he promised that, in case of rising 
to power, he would transform Brazil into a 
model corporative state. Others exposed the 
financial scandals of the regime, such as the 
bankruptcy of the firm, Dahne, Conceicao & 
Co., involving several members of Vargas’ 
family; the gambling casino, Quintandinha; 
and black market transactions of high officials 
of the administration. 


The opposition soon became more daring. 
When, in early December, 1944, Vargas vis- 
ited San Paulo, these clandestine leaflets were 
circulated profusely in the city; some of them 
were released from the top of a sky-scraper 
as Vargas passed by in a car together with 
Fernando Costa, Interventor of San Paulo. 
One of the leaflets, which fell right into Var- 
gas’ automobile, called his presence an insylt 
to San Paulo and promised to treat his sup- 
porters the same way the people of Rome 
and Paris treated the collaborationists on the 
day of reckoning. 


This was too much for Vargas. About the 
end of December approximately six hundred 
persons were arrested, mainly in Rio de Janei- 
ro, San Paulo and Belo Horizonte (Minas 
Geraes), on charges of being members of the 
UDN. Among them was Virgilio Mello Fran- 
co, a well-known and respected liberal from 


Minas Geraes. These arrests could not be kept 


sectet.. The prisoners denied, despite the bru- 
talities of the police, their membership within 
the UDN, and they had to be released. This 


is further proof of the extent of unrest in 
Brazil. 


_ Then came Yalta and the visit of Mr. Stet- 
tinius to Brazil, Everybody was convinced 
that something big was brewing when Stet- 
tinius made such a significant detour before 
attending the Inter-American Conference in 
Mexico. The general guess was that Brazil 
had a good chance of being granted the status 
of a big power and a seat in the Council of 
the United Nations on two conditions: 1) 
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inner democratization recoghition 
USSR. In other words, the maintenanc 
the Estado Novo had become incompatibl 
with the national progress of Brazil, This was 
not only good news, but also gave tremendous 
encouragement to the democrats. It was soon 
followed by the launching of the candidacy 
of Brigadier General Eduardo Gomes in op- 


position to Vargas. 


Rally Around General Gomes . 


Gomes is in many respects fitted to unify 
all opposition groups. He covered himself 
with glory in the revolution of July, 1922, 
being the only survivor of the eighteen heroes 
of Copacabana. He also helped Vargas rise 
to power in 1930, but since the establishment 
of the Estado Novo has become increasingly 
critical of him. Gomes is a conscious anti- 
fascist and a loyal partisan of the United Na- 
tions. His candidacy was a clever move by 
the opposition. Gomes is a high-ranking of- 
ficer, an excellent soldier, highly respected by 
his fellow-officers, which makes it difficult to 
align the army against him. He is a good 
Catholic and therefore no easy target for Bra- 
zil’s powerful Roman Catholic Church which 
sides with Vargas. His political past inspires 
the trust of the more militantly anti-fascist 
elements of the UDN. And, last but not least 
he has a stainless personal record. 3 


The 1937 coup of Vargas, carried out 
against two civilian candidates, was backed 
by the army. But now it is possible that Go- 
mes’ candidacy may induce the army to pro- 
claim its neutrality. When his name was put 
forward, public opinion seemed overwhelm- 
ingly in his favor. Photographs of Vargas 
were torn from walls throughout Brazil: Every- 
thing indicated that the Brazilian people were 
fed up with Vargas. But, as his shrewdness 
is proverbial, nobody expected him to acqui- 
esce and step down. < 


A countermove by Vargas was not long in 
coming. The appointment of Agamemnor 


_Magalhaes as Minister of Justice and Interio: 


disclosed unequivocally the intentions of Pres 
ident Vargas. Magalhaes is the man who, by 
sending agent provocateurs to Recife anc 
Natal, engineered the premature outbreak of 
the abortive 1935 revolution of the Alianzz 
Nacional Libertadora. The armed uprising wa: 
easily suppressed. Later, in 1937, Magalhae: 
was one of the closest collaborators of Varga: 
in the execution of his coup-d’etat. In a pub 
lic statement Magalhaes thus justified the 
coup: “The nations which admit that cobbler: 
and workers should elect their leaders ar 
lost!” As interventor of Pernambuco, he es 
tablished such a reign of terror that peopl 
fled in panic to Rio where, in a big ci 


‘| ties. When Paris fell, the students and _pro- 
j fessors of the university in Recife held a mass 
| meeting. Magalhaes’ police shot at them, 
| something not even the Argentine Colonels’ 
| regime dared to do against demonstrators on 


1) the same occasion in the Plaza de Mayo in 


| Buenos Aires. This is the man to whom the 


‘| supervision of the elections is to be entrusted. 


| Danger of Cwil War 

-Magalhaes’ appointment foreboded new 
provocations against the opposition and this 
foreboding soon came true. A peaceful demon- 
stration of students in Recife degenerated, 
admittedly due to the work of Magalhaes’ 
provocateurs, into an incident in which a stu- 
dent and a shopkeeper were killed and several 
petsons wounded, The indignation and the 
| outcry were tremendous, and the belief was 
‘| quite general that it was a deliberate act of 
_ provocation. Even quiet Brigadier General 
Gomes cabled: “This crime must not go un- 
punished!” Was Brazil on the eve of civil 
wat? There was no doubt that Vargas would 
not shrink from this “solution” if it would 


‘| help him keep power. 


But Vargas could not afford to alienate the 
sympathy of. other nations by provoking a 
civil war on the eve of San Francisco, where 
he expected to increase his prestige. He quick- 
ly backed down and fired Coriolano Goes, his 
chief of police who, for his faithful services, 
got one of the most lucrative jobs in the coun- 
try: Chief of the Export and Import Section 
| of the Bank of Brazil. Goes was replaced as 
| chief of police by Joao Alberto Lins y Barros, 
who fought in the 1924-27 revolution in the 
Prestes Column, and later, in 1930, for Var- 
gas; and who at least never made any anti- 
democratic statement. In a public statement, 
Joao Alberto endorsed the demand for general 
amnesty and lifted the ban on visits to Gene- 
tal Luiz Carlos Prestes, leader of the outlawed 
| National Liberation Alliance, head of the fam- 
' ous Prestes Column, a man surrounded by the 
halo of a national and military hero and whose 
incorruptibility and unflinching faithfulness 
to his ideals assure him the respect even of 
his political opponents. 

Joao Alberto’s appointment was designed 
to appease indignant Brazilian public opinion. 
But Vargas, despite his vague pledges of not 
being a-candidate, is far from giving up the 
game. The proclamation of the candidacy of 
the reactionary General Eurico Dutra is con- 
sidered as a move by Vargas to divide the 
army, bring confusion into the ranks of his 
adversaries, and create an atmosphere of civil 


war. 


Before attempting to forecast the probabil- 
ities. of the near future, let us trace the rela- 
‘ion of the contending forces. 


The Line-Up 
The candidacy of Gomes is supported by 


people of great prestige and integrity. Some 


of his outstanding supportets are: Virgilio 
Mello Franco and Joao Mangabeira, liberals 
from Minas Geraes; Jose Americo de Almeida, 
a great novelist and a liberal from Paraiba; 
General Jose Antonio Flores da Cunha (lib- 
eral), Raul Pilla (head of the traditional Par- 
tido Libertador), Oswaldo Aranha (former 
Minister of Foreign Affairs) all from Rio 
Grande do Sul. Journalists of the tank of 
Aparicio Torelli, Octavio Malta, Jose Lins do 
Rego, Raquel Queiroz, etc., are with Gomes. 
The National Union of Students, in a special 
manifesto, endorsed his candidacy. So did the 
Association of Friends of America (which 
has boldly reopened) and its president, highly 
respected General Manuel Rabello. So did 
Major Juraci Magalhaes, former governor of 
Bahia and one of the leaders of the demo- 
cratic current within the army. The wife of 
ex-chief of police Nelson do Mello is one of 
the most enthusiastic campaigners for Gomes. 
His partisans are believed to command an ab- 
solute majority in the states of Bahia, Pernam- 
buco and the Federal District of Rio. They 
ate vety strong in San Paulo and Rio Grande 
do Sul. But the fight will be very tough in 
Minas Geraes, 


Who then are with Vargas? He 1s sup- 
ported by: the Estado Novo bureaucracy— 
men like Agamemnon Magalhaes, Alejandro 
Marcondes Filho, Amaral Peixoto; the indus- 
trial oligarchy personified by people like Ro- 
berto Simonsen, Joso Daudt de Oliveira; the 
reactionary sector of the Roman Catholic 
Church, headed by the Jesuit Fathers Olimpio 
do Mello and Arlindo Vieira, and backed by 
Monsignor Don Jaime Camara, head of the 
Church; the Salazaristas, headed by Col. Viria- 
to Vargas, publisher of the daily Brasil-Por- 
tugal; the former Integralistas whose exiled 
leader, Plinio Salgado, ordered them in 1942 
to support the Estado Novo; and finally, a 
clique of anti-democratic officers within the 
army. 


Revolt Brewing Within Church 

In spite of the position taken by Monsignor 
Camara, it would be far from safe to assume 
that the exhortation of Viriato Vargas to the 
effect that “all workers and good Catholics 
must back Vargas” will be heeded. In Brazil, 
one of the most curious and hopeful phen- 


omena of modern Catholicism is about to — 


develop. 
The candidacy of Gomes succeeded in fore- 


stalling any united, reactionary Catholic front 


in the elections. Such outstanding Catholic _ 
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liberals as Austrogesilo Athayde, journalist; i 


Professor Alvaro Lins; writer Lucio Cardoso; 
Dr. Sobral Pinto, the lawyer of Prestes; and 
even former President Arturo Bernardes, came 
out for Gomes. Even Tristao Athayde, con- 
sidered until lately a Catholic reactionary, en- 
dorsed Gomes in a public statement. 


But there is a factor more important. than 
that: the political contest may call into life 
forces within Brazilian Catholicism which 
would have a lasting effect throughout the 
entire continent. We refer to Bishop de Mau- 
ta, the leading personality of Brazilian liberal 
Catholicism. 


This courageous man initiated the fight in 
Brazil for a purge of the Catholic clergy from 
fascist-minded priests of German, Italian and 
other origins. He was offered, by a “special 
emissary”, $250,000 in cash, a palace in San 
Paulo and a monthly allowance of $300 to keep 
quiet. He indignantly turned down the offer, 
retorting that his conscience was not for sale. 
Deprived of his canonic rights by Monsignor 
Don Jaime Camara, to enable the police to 
deal with him, the Bishop was interned for 
several months. Siding wholeheartedly with 
the forces of progress in Brazil, the Bishop 
may rise to the stature of a Latin American 
Luther, Indignant about the moral corruption 
of some sectors of the clergy and the consis- 
tent support extended to anti-democratic 
forces, Bishop de Maura may launch a mani- 
_ festo addressed to the Roman Catholic bishops 
of the American continent, calling on them 
to break with the Vatican and form an Inde- 

pendent Catholic Church whose dignitaries he, 
Bishop de Maura, would be willing to appoint. 
Further identification of the Roman Catholic 
Church during the electoral contest in Brazil 
with the forces of reaction may call forth a 
-new schism of the Church in Latin America. 


Will Vargas Use Violence? 


Owing to the historic antecedents of the 
Estado Novo, the democratic opposition can- 
not rule out the possibility of civil war, for 
which a huge machinery has been built up 
during recent years. There are six thousand 
so-called “delegacoes” (police commissariats) 
scattered throughout the country. Moreover, 
there are five different kinds of police: 1) 
secret political police, who number ten thous- 
and or more; 2) military police, the equiva- 
lent of gendarmerie, consisting of several 
thousand men; 3) “policia sindical”, a special 
Jabor police which supervises labor; 4) spe- 
cial police shock-troops, heavily armed and 
supplied with tanks, submachine guns, etc.; 
5) the regular federal police which in Rio 
alone consists of four to five thousand men. 
Finally, the army maintains a special service 
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to deal with subversive movements. One of 
its heads is Col. Bina Machado. Also con-— 
nected with it is Major Felinto Mueller, for- 
mer pro-Nazi chief of police and now. Presi-— 
dent of the Supreme Labor Tribunal. 
This is a mighty machine and Vargas mus 
be faced by very well organized internal oppo- 
sition backed by international solidarity if he ; 
is to resist the temptation of using it. # 
The precariousness of Brazil's “pre-San 
Francisco democratic honeymoon” does not ~ 
make it safe to publish further data about — 
the leadership and organization of the UDN. | 
All that may be told is that the opposition is 
fully aware of the aforementioned facts.” It is 
determined to have free elections and avoid 
civil war. But even if this were not possible, 
the democratic opposition, which represents — 
the overwhelming majority of the Brazilian — 
people, would not be likely to yield. The 
memory of the Colwmna .Prestes, which in — 
1924-27 executed an epical march of 26,000 


kilometres from South to North, from East ; 


to West, and carried out innumerable feats — 
despite its numerical inferiority, is far from 
being forgotten in Brazil. | 


Pan-American Munich Aids Vargas 4 
_ The so-called “Argentine Resolution” of 
the Inter-American Conference in Mexico, — 
with the subsequent recognition of the Ar-— 
gentine military fascist regime, came as a 
sudden blow to the genuinely anti-Axis forces 
of South America. Se . 
. Brazilians whom I interviewed had com- 
plained bitterly that ‘the United States has — 
studiously avoided giving the slightest encour- 
agement to Brazil’s democratic forces. Many 


felt that in the fight between the “Estado 


Novo” and the Brazilian people, official Amer- 
ican sympathies lay with the former. Natu- 
rally, any attempt, however carefully con- 
cealed, to save the Estado Novo is strongly — 
resented. oo 


The appeasement of the Argentine fascists 
deepened this already prevailing mood. There 
is a close interplay of political interests be- 
tween the Estado Novo of Vargas and the 
Farrell-Peron regime in Argentina. Both are 
aware that one could hardly survive the down- 
fall of the other. Therefore, Brazilian diplo- 
macy was instrumental at the Inter-American 
conference in saving the Argentine regime. 
Brazil’s foreign minister, Leao Velloso, openly — 
admitted authorship of the conciliatory for- | 
mula which opened the door for Argentina. — 
But the way many Brazilians look at it, United 
States diplomacy, in close alliance with the 
Estado Novo, saved Argentine fascism and 
thus helped indirectly—but nonetheless effi- — 
ciently—to bolster the Brazilian dictatorshiy 
in’ its grave: Crisis. 005) Sie en 
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F N THE EVENING of Good Friday a gang 
, of Christian youths paid homage to 
Icheir crucified Lord by hurling dozens of rocks 
fat certain buildings in Waltham, Mass. One 
fof these buildings was the Beth Israel Syna- 
fgogue; another was the Library of Middlesex 
University whose Faculty and most of whose 
students are Jewish. Still another was a Jew- 
ish home in which Jewish students of Middle- 
sex boarded. This, however, was not an anti- 
Semitic outrage; it was just “kid stuff’ and 
“deviltry.” Of this we were emphatically as- 
sured by Waltham police on our first visit 
to them. We decided to find out for ourselves. 

Four of us, representing regional action 
groups of THE PROTESTANT, covered the 
ground very thoroughly. By examining the 
damage and questioning interested persons, 
we discovered the following: 


1, At a pre-Easter showing of the movie, 
“The Great Dictator,” the Nazi per- 
secution of the Jews was cheered by 
anti-Semitic youths in a Waltham the- 
atre. 


2. During the same period Jewish students 
at Middlesex were accosted in the 
streets, cursed as Jews and spat upon. 

. The windows of Jewish students board- 
ing in Waltham homes were broken by 
rocks to the accompaniment of anti- 
Semitic epithets, and the words “This is 
a Jew House” and “Kill the Jews” were 
chalked on the doorstep. Police were 
called in but said they could no nothing. 

3. A fire broke out around the altar of a 
synagogue under suspicious circum- 
stances. Police were called; they at- 
tributed the fire to faulty wiring and 
warned synagogue officials to hush the 
matter up lest further such damage be 
done! There was no electric wiring 
anywhere near the altar. 

4. The damage to the Middlesex library 
and the Beth Israel synagogue was ob- 
viously done, not by children, but by 
near-adults. This is proven by the na- 
ture of the damage. At Middlesex a 
twenty-pound hunk of concrete was 
hurled with such strength that it shat- 

- tered the frame as well as the windows; 
in the synagogue one of the rocks made 
a deep dent in a door after hurtling 
through a window a goodly distance 
from the sidewalk. Also, a young man 
who had seen the gang testified that it 
consisted of over twenty grown-up 
youths, 

5. Upon eXamining the rocks, some of 

which had fallen to the ground after hit- 


ting the synagogue walls, we discovered 
that they had tar on them. They had 
been gathered at a place where the road 
was being repaired at some distance 
from the scene of action. This demon- 
strates the premeditated nature of the 
outrage and the discriminating choice 
of objectives. 

6. Some members of the gang were, with- 
out their knowledge, overheard speak- 
ing in such a manner as to leave no 
doubt that they came from Cambridge. 


7. The incident at Middlesex took place at 
10 p.m. The police were informed at 
that time. It was not until after mid- 
night that the synagogue, two miles 
away, was attacked. The gang roamed 
the streets for more than two hours be- 
tween the incidents, yet police failed to 
discover or apprehend them. 


Armed with the fruits of our investigation, 
we returned to the police station. There we 
talked with the inspector who had been as- 
signed to investigate this incident. He in- 
sisted that there was no anti-Semitism in- 
volved; he averred that the police had 
everything under control; he told us that he 
had questioned several children who had con- 
fessed to throwing stones through other win- 
dows at other times. We told him what we 
had discovered and proved that the vandalism 
in question was the work of near-adults, not 
children, and that it was decidedly anti-Sem- 
itic. When we told him that a delegation had 
come from Cambridge to join Waltham 
youths, he visibly brightened and amazed us 
with the suggestion that “If you could prove 
that someone had given the Cambridge kids 
five dollars each and that the Cambridge kids 
had come to Waltham and given the Waltham 
kids a dollar each to join them and show them 
around, then you’d have something.” Strangely 
enough, we had not suspected that the youths 
might have been paid by native fascist forces. 
This angle was worth further study! 


The police were sheépish about having been 
outmatched by the sleuthing of a few par- 
sons, and they promised faithfully that in 
future they would leave no stone unturned to 
catch anti-Semitic hoodlums. But we wanted 
to make sure. 

The next day, therefore, we met with our 
steering committee of Boston ministers and 
laid the facts before them. Inasmuch as we 
saw in the Waltham incident a trial balloon 
of native fascist forces, an attempt to see how 
vigilant or lacking in vigilance the upholders 
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of democracy might be, we took no chances. 
We drafted, unanimously endorsed, and ¢ 


ried to Governor Tobin a letter in which we — 


stated the facts in regard to the indifference 
of Waltham police. The last paragraph of 
that letter is herewith quoted: 

“In the light of the foregoing, we. urge 


PAN-AMERICAN MUNICH 
By O. |. ROCHE 


HEN THE RECENT Inter-American Con- 
V V ference in Mexico City approved an in- 
vitation to fascist Argentina to become part 
of the American democratic bloc and of the 
United Nations, fascism on this continent 
won a victory whose tremendous significance 
has still to be fully evaluated. A regime which 
has been condemned as fascist by the foremost 
statesmen of the United Nations, which has 
harbored fleeing Axis capital and fleeing Axis 
criminals, which imprisons and tortures its 
democratic opposition, which proscribes all 
religions except that of the state—this regime 
was Officially told that it could become a full- 
fledged member of a democratic alliance 
pledged to wipe out every kind of fascism 
wherever it may be. To achieve this honor- 
able status, all it had to do was sign a series 
of non-binding agreements reached by a con- 
ference of 20 American nations in Mexico 
City, and come in on the tail end of the war. 
It declared war on Germany and Japan March 
27, and signed the Act of Chapultepec on 
April 4. On April 9 the United States, Brit- 
ain, France, Canada, and The Netherlands re- 
sumed diplomatic relations with Argentina. 
Unless speedy counter-measures are taken, the 
consequences of this “Pan-American Munich” 
may conceivably be as grave for the Americas 
as the consequences of the European Munich 
Pact were for the world. 


The startling invitation issued to a fascist 
government by nations pledged to destroy 
fascism stimulated the activities of every cler- 
ical fascist in Latin America. It was inter- 
preted as a go-ahead signal for Argentina’s 
dictators in their plans of military. and po- 
litical aggression against their neighbors. In 

_the key nation of Brazil, where clerical fas- 
cism and nascent democracy are struggling 
bitterly to determine what system shall re. 
Place the “Estado Novo” of Getulio Vargas, 
its effect was to throw the balance of power 
to the fascists, making possible the creation of 
a Brazil-Argentine fascist alliance capable of 
Sweeping democracy and the hope of democ- 
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fact that these incidents 
‘disease of fascism and constitute. 


pon your 


threat to democracy. We further urge that 
you use your good offices to activate the civic 


authorities of the State to deal with such in- 


cidents in that light.” 
- 


racy out of South America for many years to 
come. 

The Argentine Resolution approved at 
Mexico City stated that there had been “no 
changes allowing the Conference to take steps 
to restore unanimity among the 21 nations, as 
it had fervently desired,’ and deplored the 
fact that “the Argentine nation has not found 
it possible to take measures permitting its 
participation in the Conference.” It recog- 


nized that “the unity of the peoples of the | 


Americas is indivisible and that the Argentine 
nation is and always has been an integral 
part of the union of American republics,” ex- 


pressing its “hope that the Argentine nation — 


may find itself in condition to agree with and 
adhere to the principles and declarations re- 


sulting from the Conference.” 


Then it got to the heart of the matter and © 


stated: “The Conference hopes that the Ar- 
gentine nation will cooperate with the rest 


of the American nations, identifying herself 


with the common policies they pursue and 
adjusting her own policy to enable her incor- 
poration into the United Nations a8 a signa- 
tory of the Joint Declaration formulated by 
them”; it added that “the decisions of the 
Conference are open to adherence by the 
Argentine nation,” authorizing that the Con- 
ference resolutions be officially communicated 
to “the Argentine government.” 


Argentina Pays With Ink 


This resolution plainly admitted that “no. 


changes” had taken place in Argentina—in 
other words, it continues to be a fascist dic- 
tatorship, defined as such by the United States 


Department of) State. Nevertheless, this fas- 


cist government was accepted as “an integral 
part-of the union of American republics”; and 
the hope was expressed that it would “adjust 


its policy to enable its incorporation into the — 


United Nations.” The only condition, the — 


only standard by which this adjustment of — 


policy was to be judged, was that Argen- 
tina’s fascist government place its signature 
beneath a list of sixty-one resolutions ap: 


proved at the Mexico City Conference. = 


ae 
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Jt is perhaps not ge 
resolutions are not international agreements. 
‘They are not binding on the respective sig- 
“natory nations. They are merely recommenda- 
tions approved by governmental delegates. A 
good half of them bear a close resemblance 
to resolutions which have been approved at 
every Inter-American Conference and which 
have never been acted upon. In other words, 
even a democratic Argentine government 
could sign them without committing itself; 
and a fascist Argentine regime such as the 
one in power would not even consider itself 
morally obligated to make such recommenda- 
tions effective. The worth of the Argentine 
fascist government’s signature, as an indica- 
tion of a change in policy, is somewhat less 
than nil. 


But in exchange for this signature, Argen- 
tine’s dictatorship was promised implicitly 
‘that it would be admitted, fascism and all, 
into the Pan-American democratic alliance 
and the United Nations. 


By such a precedent, Franco Spain is just 
as logically entitled to be a member of the 
United Nations; in fact, on March 11, just 
three days after the invitation to Argentina 
was made public, the falangist Spanish press 
began to clamor for just that status. Perhaps 
Adolf Hitler will be led to demand, on this 
basis, that a speciallyengraved invitation be 
-made up for him. After all, Hitler merely 
‘carried to their logical conclusion the views 
expressed last June 9 by Argentine Dictator 
Juan Domingo Peron. This candidate for a 
‘seat of honor among the United Nations 
_declared: 


“A totalitarian state with authority over all 
phases of national life is the only possible 
solution for Argentina's needs... . Only an 
energetic diplomacy, backed up by armed 

might, can enable us to achieve our legiti- 
mate aspirations.” 

Peron is still the chairman of the fascist 
board of directors that rules Argentina. There 
has not been a single indication that his views 

have changed since he spoke these words. He 
has done a little window-dressing by appoint- 
ing a few doddering ex-liberals to non-essen- 
_tial government positions, but the labor and 
democratic leaders of Argentina are still in 
the concentration camp at Neuquen, in exile 
in Montevideo, or fighting on underground. 
_As the Inter-American Conference pointed 
out, “no changes” have taken place. - 


Out of the Mouth of a Diplomat- 


__ A few hours after the invitation to Argen- 
tine fascism had been announced, this writer 
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Question: What do you think of the in- 
vitation sent to the Argentine government? 

Answer: Nothing more than our just due. 
You have misunderstood us, but this invita- 
tion shows you have decided to accept us as 
we are, not as you think we should be, on the 
basis of your past misconception. 

Question: Don’t you think that the reso- 
lution infers that your government should 
change its present attitude before it’s allowed 
to become a member of the United Nations? 

Answer: No, I don’t think so. The only 
stipulation I see is that it should sign the 
agreements reached at the Conference. 

Question: Do you think it will sign them? 

Answen: Of course, why not? 

Question: Will it consider itself bound by 
resolutions such as the one recommending 
action against war criminals and agents of the 
Axis and its satellites? 

Answer: We don’t have any such problems 
in Argentina. That's pure propaganda. 

Question: But will the Argentine govern- 
ment consider itself legally bound to enforce 
these resolutions? 

Answer: Ym sure it will enforce them if 
there is need for it; but the resolutions aren’t 
legally binding in any case. They are recom- 
mendations, not laws. Naturally we are in 
agreement with the spirit behind these sug- 
gestions ... 


Question: Do you think the Argentine 
government will be invited to attend the San 
Francisco Conference? 

Answer: We ate certainly entitled to such 
an. invitation. Economically we are the most 
powerful nation in South America. 

Question: Is it true that the Argentine 
government will call national elections? 

Answer; Yes, in the near future. 

Question: Will they be free? 

Answer: Of course. 

Question: How do you think they’ll go? 

Answer: I’m sure that a good 90 percent 
of the Argentine voters will support the can- 
didate of the Revolution. 

Question: Who will that be? 

Answer: That’s not decided yet; but it will 
be an honest man who can unite the various 
national sectors around a platform pledging 
to continue the policies of the Revolution. 

Question; Do you think Juan Domingo 
Peron has a chance? 

Answer: He would be an ideal candidate, 
in my opinion. He has the support of the 
progressive (sic) elements in the army and 
in the Radical Party. He has a strong follow- 
ing among labor, too. He’s a good bet. 

Question; But wouldn’t that merely be a 
continuation of the present government? 


Answer; Understand this, friend. The Ar- 
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gentine people won't accept anything excep 


a continuation of the present government. — 


They are well off under it and they know it. 

It is highly improbable that the United 
States delegation to the Inter-American Con- 
ference was unaware of the fascist nature of 
the Argentine dictatorship or even of its plans 
to strengthen its fascism. With its many 
sources of information, the Department of 
State knew well enough that the chances of 
the Argentine regime “democratizing” itself 
were slight indeed. Moreover, it is highly 
probable that a majority of the Latin Ameri- 
can delegations at Mexico City were fully 
aware of the true situation in Argentina. Just 
how did they arrive at their amazing decision 
to admit a fascist regime into an anti-fascist 
alliance? 


How It Happened 


Certainly a majority of the delegates at 


Mexico City were neither fascists nor indif- 
ferent to the war against the Axis. They were 
run-of-the-mill Latin and North American 
statesmen and politicians, hard-boiled and 
hard-headed, willing to give their lives to de- 
fend their native lands against Germany and 
Japan. But—and this is an important dis- 
tinction—they were not conscious anti-fas- 
cists. To the conscious anti-fascist, who con- 
sciously fights all forms of the fascist disease, 
fascism is a generic term applicable to an 


economic and political system based on dic- 


tatorship by monopoly capital and its allies 
and spokesmen. But to the delegates who 
came to Mexico City, fascism was a specific 
term linked vaguely with Benito Mussolini. 
German fascism they thought of not as fas- 
cism but as a weird ideology about square- 
headed supermen, sometimes called nazism. 
Japanese fascism, to the majority of these 


delegates, was a sort of fanatic combination’ 


of religion and militarism, without any visible 
telation to economics. Argentine fascism, in 
their minds, was merely a dressed-up version 


of the traditional Latin-American penny-ante 


dictatorship. 

As a matter of fact, many learned econ- 
omists have questioned the fascist nature of 
the Argentine dictatorship, How, they ask, 
can an economically dependent country be 
fascist, especially when the foreign capital 
invested, largely British and American, is not 
fascist? The answer is that while the majority 


of foreign capital invested in Argentina is’ 


British and American, and therefore not fas- 
cist, the controlling capital in Argentina is 
fascist and is enabled to control that country’s 
economy for the simple reason that British 
and American capital are in conflict and leave 
the balance of power to the Axis. Axis cap- 
ital, moreover, because it is fascist capital, is 
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completely poli 
whereas British 


British and American interests in Argentina | 


-mechanism when it is eventually displaced 


and American capi 
primarily interested in politics 
means of guaranteeing a reasonable profit. II 
were to reach an agreement, fascism there | 
would be smothered in short order; but they — 
are not in agreement, so fascism continues 
prosper while British and American investor. 
in Argentina beg for its favors from oppos 
sides and play into its hands. 


Role of the Hierarchy 2 
Among the allies of fascist monopoly cap- 
ital in Argentina is the-Roman Catholic hier- 
archy, which makes it even more difficult for 
Latin and North American politicians to take 
a definite stand against the Buenos Aires dic- 
tatorship. There are two reasons why the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy has made this alli 
ance: First, fascism is in control and there- — 
fore it must be cooperated with; second, the 
hierarchy hopes to take over the fascist state” 
and set up its own “New Christian Order”. 
The Roman Catholic theorists who designed | 
this “new order” planned it to be adjustable — 
to two economic systems: feudalism and fas- | 
cism. It simply could not be made to fit in 
with any form of democracy. In Spain and 
Argentina, where the feudal stage of society” 
had largely given way to a rudimentary form 
of democratic capitalism, the Church hierarchy — 
backed fascism to take over the state as the © 
best means of arriving at the New Christian 
Order. In the feudal countries of Latin Amer- 
ica, on the other hand, it backs the feudal 
system in the hope of founding its new order 
on that basis. This is perhaps as good a place 
as any to point out that the Vatican can be 
fascist only insofar as it is allied with fascist — 
monopoly capital; otherwise it is simply feudal 
in its political form, and will ally itself with 
the dominant economic force in any given 
country. This is “smart politics”; and fascism 
does the same thing in reverse: that is, it 
allies itself with the dominant political or 
religious force in any given country, if that 
force will accept the alliance. In Argentina, 
where the dominant religious force has been 
the Roman Catholic Church, such an alliance 
was “smart politics” for both fascism and the 
Church. The result is the Farrell-Peron dic- 
tatorship, fascist in economic content and 
“Roman Catholic” in its ideological disguise. 
: 4 
Appeal of Fascism to Feudalism = . 
The lack of political clarity among the Pan- 
American delegates to the Mexico City Con- 
ference was not the only reason why the 
paradoxical invitation to Argentine fascism 
to become part of a democratic alliance w 


Si 


pproved. Some of these delegates came from 
easonably well-functioning democracies, such 
is Uruguay or the United States, but a ma- 
ority came from Latin American feudal states, 
Buch as Paraguay, Peru, Haiti, Dominica, 
(}onduras, Salvador, and so on. These dele- 
zations were all agreed on the necessity for 
}?an-American economic collaboration, which 
as as much to the benefit of the feudalisms 
Is it was to the United States. They were also 
n basic agreement about world security. But 

hen the Argentine question came up, the 


imasses. They were also ardent Roman Cath- 
Polics; and the Roman Catholic trappings 
around Argentina’s fascism won their hearts. 
f/Argentine agents were also busy among them, 
fsuavely pointing out how Argentina was mis- 
understood and mistreated. 
4) The democratic delegations, especially that 
jjof the United States, were especially eager to 
Jiavoid any dissension at this stage, lest it have 
Jia bad effect on agreements already reached. 
} Other sources of possible dissension, such as 
‘the proposal for a joint rupture of relations 
‘with Franco Spain, had been quietly dropped 
iby the wayside after a little judicious ma- 
neuvering. When the Argentine question 
f threatened to break up the Conference into a 
series of old-fashioned duels, the United States 
delegation, with certain individual exceptions, 
} swung into action in an attempt to eliminate 
|Argentina from the agenda as an “incon- 
i venient” subject. After nearly a week of 
} “secret” meetings, however, a majority of the 
delegates still insisted that Argentina be dis- 
j cussed—the democratic Latin American dele- 
| gates because they wanted the Conference to 
go on record as condemning the Buenos Aires 
} dictatorship, and the Latin American feudal- 
| ists because they thought Argentina was being 
} unjustly treated. 

At this point it was tentatively agreed that 
| the Conference draft a simple resolution 
| “lamenting” the state of affairs in Argentina 
| and “hoping” that the Argentine people would 
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soon re-occupy their rightful place. The view- 
point of the Argentine regime had already 
been made known to the delegates, by way of 
the Buenos Aires Charge d’Affaires in Mex- 
ico, Adolfo Calvo, and while it was “concili- 
atory” it contained nothing like a pledge of 
“democratization”. Thus the democrats could 
see no way of accepting the feudalists’ de- 
mand that Argentina be invited to re-enter 
the American framework. 


Brazil Swung the Deal 


But suddenly the situation changed. The 
Brazilian delegation, which had worked har- 
moniously with the United States group 
throughout the Conference, became peeved 
about an entirely different subject, which hap- 
pened to be cotton. It went backstage with 
the pro-Argentine delegations and swung the 
balance rapidly towards Buenos Aires. The 
invitation to Argentine fascism was the “com- 
promise” result, a means of giving an appear- 
ance of harmony to a subject which had 
threatened to disrupt the Conference. It was 
the only solution the pro-Argentine delega- 
tions would accept; so the other delegations 
threw in a few clauses they hoped would save 
their faces and yielded with as much grace 
as they could muster. Moreover, some mem- _ 
bers of the United States group had not been . 
so much worried about Argentina’s deals with 
the Axis as about her deals with Great Brit- 
ain; and they thought that, after all, a friendly 
“solution” of the Argentine question might 
have a commercial if not a political value. 
Thus the Pan-American Munich was con- 
cocted in the name of harmony and con- 
venience. 

It is true that much happened at the Con- 
ference of great and good practical value. Pan- 
American harmony was genuinely strength- 
ened, and, on the whole, a new high in mu- 
tual respect and trust was reached. But this 
respect and harmony and trust can be only 
temporary if it is buile upon the sacrifice of 
the Argentine people. 

Argentine democracy was sold down the 
river at Mexico City; and that is a mistake 
that the aroused democratic opinion of the 
Americas must correct. 


On April 30, its fifth day of business, the San Francisco Conference voted to seat 
Argentina. Already the deadly fruit of the Pan-American Munich is poisoning the 
peace, Delegates, supposedly met to design an organization to prevent another war, 
were lined up to win a diplomatic battle of World War Ill. By this vote, fascism, 
gasping its last in the bloody rubble of Europe, was revived with applause for the 
Western Hemisphere, Rising in the plenary session to oppose the inclusion of Argen- 
_ tina, Molotoy. remarked that his Russian was a good language “for a just cause.” 
Russian indeed is rapidly becoming the only language in which international morality 


J. M.F. 
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LETTERS TOT 


We'll Be Back To Join You : “8 Pe eae 
~ It was especially painful for me to read of “Anti-Semitism in ‘Philadelphia (Jan- 
uary 1945 issue) when I was 13,000 miles from home in my country's service. Mera 
But I’m glad THE PROTESTANT is doing so much to bring this fascist strain in 
American life under the microscope of public opinion. It seems to me that some Jews 
and too many Gentiles are only vaguely aware that anti-Semitism can undermine the 
structure of freedom in the United States; a structure which has been menaced, even 
in times of peace, by bigotry. 

THE ee car ins Helin reaction in all its forms has been doing on the home 
front what we are trying to do on the war fronts. We'll be back to join you when 
we have finished here. ire Ge eae 

AAP, India. 


Keeping the Enemy in the Spotlight 

You and your magazine are doing a superlative job of keeping the foes of liberalism 
in the spotlight, where we can see them for what they ate and would like to be. More- 
over, I think your interpretations, hypotheses and opinions show insight and great 
understanding of the world scene and the world’s needs. 

At present I’m too busy flying a B-17 to read THE PROTESTANT often. But I want 
my father to absorb at least a year of it. When the war is over, I'll sign up myself. 

2/LT. RC. 


Reinforcements From the Birthplace of Religious Liberty 

The Rhode Island Baptist Ministers Conference in their regular session at the © 
First Baptist Church in Providence passed the following motion April 16, 1945: 

“Here in the cradle of Baptist History in the United States where the principles — 
of Religious Liberty and the Separation of Church and State had their greatest impetus 
we, the Ministerial Descendants of Roger Williams, hereby reiterate our firm belief in 
the principle of the Separation of Church and State and petition the participants in the 
San Francisco Conference of the United Nations meeting April 25, 1945, that they 
refuse to seat as a delegate, or accord special privilege to any representative of organized 
religion, be he Protestant, Evangelical, Catholic, Jewish or of any other religious body 
or religious state on earth, in the Conference or any other succeeding political conference. 

“As citizens and individuals we encourage the San Francisco and succeeding confer- 
ences to incorporate within the framework of their deliberations the humane principles — 
of World Peace, World Brotherhood and Religious Liberty which we believe will 
result in the good of humanity and the happy cooperation of the nations of the world.” 


REV. RAYMOND L. SPOERRI : 
Mimster, Warren Baptist Church, Warren 
Rev, ALBERT C. THOMAS 

Minister, First Baptist Church, Providence 
Rev. DALLAS E, HILL aay 
Minister, Arlington Baptist Church, Cranston. 


In Defense of Private and Parochial Schools 


I found particularly obnoxious the editorial on “State Schools Starve,” as the writer 
has little or no knowledge of the truths of a good private school. Boys who go to Church © 


Schools are not necessarily “Church snobs” and it is about time that your staff found that — 
out re 


i 


So please be good enough to send the magazine to someone who would appreciate it, 
but you might do well to reflect a little bit on the approach you are taking, as it is most 
offensive to those of us who believe that the life of Christ will eventually overcome the 


evil of the world. Your remarks about the Roman Catholics are simply undoing the unity 
that seemed to be in the offing. ‘a 


REV. OTHO S. HOOFNAGLE, Vicar 
Chapel of the Incarnation, New York Ci 
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